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PROCEEDINGS 


OF THE 

M. W. Grand Lodge of Illinois 

Ancient Free and Accepted Masons, 

AT ITS FIFTY-NINThi GRAND ANNUAL COMMUNICATION. 


In compliance with the provisions of the Constitution 
and By-laws of the Most Worshipful Grand Lodge of An- 
cient Free and Accepted Masons of the State of Illinois, 
the Fifty-ninth Annual Grand Communication was held at 
Central Music Hall, in the City of Chicago, commencing on 
Tuesday, the 4th day of October, A.D. 1898, A.L. 5898, at 
10 o’clock a.m. 
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M.W. Edward Cook Grand Master Chicago. 

R.W. Chas. F. Hitchcock Deputy Grand Master .. Peoria. 

R.W. Geo. M. Moulton Senior Grand Warden.. Chicago. 
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The M.W. Grand Master proceeded to open the Grand 
Lodge of Illinois in ample form. 

, PRAYER— By the Grand Chaplain, 

Almighty God, the giver of every good and perfect gift, we would 
not enter upon any undertaking without invoking Thy aid. Thou art 
acquainted with us and knowest our needs. Grant us, we pray Thee, 
Thy presence, that we may transact the business of this Grand Lodge 
to Thy pleasure and glory. 

We thank Thee that Thou hast permitted us to come together in 
this meeting, and to look into each other’s faces. We pray that 
Thou wilt forgive us where we have displeased Thee, and that Thou 
wilt restore unto us the joy of Thy salvation. We pray Thee to re- 
member those of our brethren that are today in the service of our 
country — those of our brethren who, in response to the call of our na- 
tion, cheerfully and gladly put on the blue and rallied beneath the 
flag we love so well. We pray Thee that Thou wilt be very near, and 
very precious to those who may be sick; comfort and console them by 
Thy presence. We pray that Thou wilt remember in great tender- 
ness, those who have been called to mourn the loss of their sons and 
fathers, either in the battle with bullets or with fever. We pray 
expressly that Thou wilt bless the families from whom has been taken 
some member of our fraternity. Temper the wind, we pray Thee, to 
the shorn lamb. Guide us in all our deliberations. Make us to be bet- 
ter fathers, better sons, and better husbands, because of the lessons 
we have learned in this Institution. May each of us be duly and truly 
prepared and be worthy and well qualified for our entrance into that 
place, that temple, that house not made with hands, eternal in the 
heavens. And to Thee we will ascribe all the praise, honor, and glory. 
Amen. 

The Grand Secretary announced that the Committee 
on Credentials had informed him that representatives were 
present from a constitutional number of lodges, and asked 
for the committee further time to complete its report, which 
was granted. 

The motion of M.W. Bro. Joseph Robbins that printed 
copies of the proceedings of the last annual communication 
being in the hands of the brethren, reading of the same be 
dispensed with, was carried. 

The Grand Secretary read the following list of com- 
mittees appointed by the Grand Master: 
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COMMITTEES. 

MASONIC JURISPRUDENCE. 

Dewitt C. Cregler, James A. Hawley, Daniel M. Browning-, John M. 
Pearson, Owen Scott. 

APPEALS AND GRIEVANCES. 

Monroe C. Crawford, Joseph E. Dyas, William S. Cantrell, Alex. H. Bell, 
Eugene L. Stoker. 

CHARTERED LODGES. 

Loyal L. Munn, Frank W. Havill, L. K. Byers, Thomas W. Wilson, 

James L. Scott. 

LODGES UNDER DISPENSATION. 

Charles H. Patton, S. S. Chance, C. J. Reuter, Daniel J. Avery, Henry 

C. Mitchell. 

CORRESPONDENCE. 

Joseph Robbins. 

MILEAGE AND PER DIEM. 

John A. Ladd, Ed. L. Wahl, E. C. Pace. 

FINANCE. 

Leroy A. Goddard, Gil. W. Barnard, Samuel W. Waddle. 

TO EXAMINE VISITORS. 

W. B. Grimes, A. B. Ashley, J. E. Evans, J. W. Rose, J. R. Ennis. 

CREDENTIALS. 

J. I. McClintock, P. W. Barclay, R. R. Jampolis. 
PETITIONS. 

C. M. Forman, Ben. Hagle, A. W. Blakesley. 

. OBITUARIES. 

L. C. Waters. Geo. W. Cyrus, W. J. Frisbee. 

GRAND MASTER’S ADDRESS. 

W. E. Ginther, C. H. Martin, R. A. Youngblood. 

RAILROADS AND TRANSPORTATION. 

J. O. Clifford, John Whitley. 


The Grand Master read the following letter from M.W. 
Bro. Dewitt C. Cregier, and the chair was instructed to ap- 
point a committee to call on the M.W. Brother and express 
the regret of the Grand Lodge at his illness and inability 
to attend the meeting: 
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St. Charles, III., September 27, 1898. 
M.W. Edward Cook, Grand Master State of Illinois. 

Dear Sir and Brother: I am in receipt of your notice of appointment 
as chairman of Committee on Masonic Jurisprudence for the fifty- 
ninth annual communication of the Grand Lodge, with order to at- 
tend on 3d inst. 

In the first place I am obliged to ask you to excuse this pencil 
writing, but be assured that the honor conferred by you is fully ap- 
preciated by the writer. I had delayed reply until now hoping my 
health after four months sojourn in the country would permit me to 
respond in person at least once more to one of those delightful annual 
meetings of the royal craft of Illinois, but at the present moment I 
feel that I must forego the pleasure of mingling with my brethren 
on their fifty-ninth general assembly, and I may be pardoned for add- 
ing my profound regret in being obliged to experience the first break 
in my attendance to the duties assigned me for more than a third of 
a century, and thus miss the warm grasp and fraternal greeting of 
those with whom I have long been associated in promoting the true 
principles of the ancient fraternity. 

My dear grand master, this is penciled while quite sick, and in 
bed. Will you kindly convey to my colleages of committee assur- 
ances of my high regard, and accept for yourself that full measure of 
personal and official esteem, that long years intimate acquaintance 
have merited from Yours fraternally, 

Dewitt C. Cregier. 

The Grand Master appointed as such committee the 
Past Grand Masters, and on motion the Grand Master was 
appointed chairman of this committee. 

The Grand Master also read the following letter from 
M.W. Bro. James A. Hawley, and the same committee ap- 
pointed to call on M.W. Brother Cregier was instructed to 
convey in writing to M.W. Brother Hawley regret at his 
absence and inability to attend: 

Dixon, III., October 2, 1898. 
M.W. Edward Cook, Grand Master, Chicago, Illinois. 

Dear Sir and Brother: I regret exceedingly that I shall not be able 
to be present at the coming session of the Grand Lodge, owing to 
an attack of sickness which has confined me to the house, and does 
not seem disposed to yield to immediate treatment. 

It is a very great disappointment to me not to be present, but my 
physician tells me that it is not best for me to leave home. 

Yours very truly and fraternally, 

Jas. A. Hawley. 
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GRAND MASTER’S ADDRESS. 

Brethren of the Grand Lodge: 

The year which we add to-day to the records of the past has been a 
year of progress, not only to us as a body, but also to the nation of 
which we are a part. 

Thirty- three years ago our country was rejoicing in the close of a 
war which meant the solidarity of our nation. To day we are rejoic 
ing in the cessation of a war which has brought a step nearer to us the 
solidarity of the world. The principles of humanity have gained a new 
triumph, and America has laid down and proved with her blood the 
postulate that no nation has a right to stand by idle while another 
people suffers for bread and liberty. At the close of the century the 
triumphs of our arms have added this new star to the crown of the 
universal brotherhood, which shall be the victor of the ages. But not 
by the right of its triumphs alone has our nation pressed forward. By 
its suffering, too, has it made speed God-ward. For by the tears and 
groans, and by the dying prayers of our soldiers, our people have 
learned to look with new fervor for the time when unity shall come 
without strife, and peace shall prevail without war. 

In this new progress, as is eminently fitting, our own Craft has had 
its share. No man can kneel at our altars and learn the lessons of 
“brotherly love, relief, and truth” there taught and remain deaf to 
the cry of oppression and want. With senses ever alert to the “sign 
of distress,” with feet ever willing to go on “mercy’s errands,” and 
with hearts ever brave to “answer and obey,” the fraternity were 
prompt to respond to the call to arms for 

“War is honorable 

In those whose swords an iron barrier are 
Between the lawless spoiler and the weak.” 

And so most of our more than seven hundred lodges have had at 
least one member in the field, and these “heroes in the strife” have 
had the moral and material support of the more than fifty-three 
thousand brethren who remained at home. 

Nor has the Grand Lodge been left without its representative at 
the front. One of our principal officers, the Senior Grand Warden, 
was among the first to respond to the call and to give his trained and 
valuable services. With him are many brethren whose names have 
honorable place in our records and whose loyalty and zeal in the 
cause of liberty and justice are equaled only by their devotion to the 
principles of our institution. 
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But the mission of our institution, its teaching's, aims, and pur- 
poses are to extend the blessings of peace and tranquility, to allay 
strife, and cultivate the benignant influences of harmony and broth- 
erly love; and it is only that these ends maybe attained that Masons 
can appeal to the arbitrament of war; and so we all rejoice that the 
God and Father of us all has given success to the cause of humanity, 
and that the reign of peace, sweet peace, seems again at hand. 

The unusual events of the last few months have made time pass 
with even more than its usual speed, and it seems but a few days since 
we parted, yet a year has gone, and we are assembled in annual com- 
munication to review the past and take counsel for the days to come. 

With devout gratitude to our Heavenly Father for his many mer- 
cies, and with humble submission to his will when it has brought af- 
fliction and sorrow, let us record a tribute of affection to those of our 
brethren who have passed beyond the river, -whose hither side is time, 
and whose yonder bank is eternity. 

THEY HAVE “GONE ON BEFORE.’’ 

While returning from the last meeting of the Grand Lodge, R.W. 
Bro. George W. Hill, of Murphysboro, met with an accident at East 
St. Louis, resulting in a broken leg. He was taken directly home, and 
received all possible care. To all appearances he was making a rapid 
and complete recovery, but after gaining sufficient strength to be 
able to sit up, he was suddenly prostrated by heart disease, and died 
on the 29th of October, aged 50 years. 

By his death our Grand Lodge has lost one of its best known and 
most loved members. He has filled many important places of trust 
in this body, and was for many years an industrious and efficient mem- 
ber of the Committee on Appeals and Grievances, fearlessly and 
conscientiously doing his duty with unflagging zeal and with a deter- 
mination to learn and enforce the right. We shall miss his efficient 
services, his genial smile, and the hearty warmth of his greeting. 

W. Bro. Charles Webster Day was initiated in Blaney Lodge 
No. 271, June 21, 1865, passed July 3, 1865, and raised July 17, 1865. He 
served his lodge as Junior Deacon in 1866 and 1867, as Junior Warden 
in 1870, and as Worshipful Master in 1873. 

He died in Honolulu, H.I., February 15, 1898, and the funeral rites 
were performed by Hawaiian Lodge No. 21, February 16, 1898. A warm- 
hearted brother, a tender husband and father, and a zealous Mason 
has gone to his reward. 

W. Bro. Charles G. Baker died August 3, 1898, aged 39 years; 
and W. Bro. John H. Nair died April 14, 1898, aged 37 years. Thus 
early terminated lives of exceptional purity and conscientious devo- 
tion to duty. 
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These lamented brethren were made Masons in Garfield Lodge 
No. 686, in 1890, and faithfully filled all the active working offices in 
the lodge from Junior Deacon up, Brother Baker serving as W. M. 
in 1896 and Brother Nair in 1897. They were devoted and faithful 
friends, pure and honest men, and zealous and upright Masons. 

W. Bro. Bradley M. Miller was made a Mason in Hesperia 
Lodge No. 411 in 1889. He acceptably filled every office in his lodge 
from that of Junior Deacon in 1893 to that of Worshipful Master in 
1897. 

He entered into rest March 27, 1898, aged 48 years. His kind heart 
and genial ways made friends of all who came into business or lodge 
fellowship with him. He is deeply mourned by his brethren, and espe- 
cially by those who had the good fortune to be associated with him in 
official relations to the lodge. He was a friend of the authorized work 
and labored zealously to make it the standard in his lodge. 

W. Bro. William B. Bateman was born in Rochester, N. Y., in 
1825, and made a Mason in Garden City Lodge, No. 141, in 1858. He 
faithfully served his lodge in various official places, and occupied the 
oriental chair in 1862, 1864, and 1865. 

He was a frequent attendant on his lodge during all the forty 
years of his membership, and passed to his final rest May 14, 1898. He 
filled many positions of honor, and never betrayed his trust. His do- 
mestic and public life was without reproach, and his Masonic character 
without a stain. 

W. Bro. William Jenkins, who, for many years ably served this 
Grand Lodge as Chairman of the Committee on Railroads and Trans- 
portation, was summoned to the Grand Lodge above on the 29th of 
August, 1898. 

“His death was untimely and his brethren mourn.” 

“GONE HOME ,! FROM OTHER JURISDICTIONS. 

Our sister jurisdictions have not been spared by the “grim reaper,” 
who has gathered from among them the following distinguished 
brethren: 

James M. Harkey, Past Grand Master of the Grand Lodge of Ar- 
kansas, died near Sweet Home, Ark., September 28, 1897, aged 65 years. 

R.W. Bro. George C. Davis, Past Junior Grand Warden of the 
Grand Lodge of Canada, died at London, Ont. , October 21 , 1897, aged 38. 

M.W. Bro. John Quincy Adams Fellows died at his home in New 
Orleans, La., November 28, 1897, in the seventy-third year of his age. 

He was Grand Master of the Grand Lodge of Louisiana for six years 
(1860 to 1865 inclusive). He served his Grand Lodge in many promi- 
nent capacities, and was especially able in doing its work as corre- 

—2 
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spondent. Pew Masons were more widely known or more highly 
esteemed. 

R. W. Bro. William Abram Love, Past Deputy Grand Master of the 
Grand Lodge of Georgia, died in Atlanta, Ga., January 22, 1898, in his 
seventy-fourth year. He was personally known and very highly es- 
teemed by many brethren of this jurisdiction. 

The jurisdiction of Virginia has been especially afflicted in the loss 
of three of her Past Grand Masters, who have fallen within the year, 
viz: M.W. Bro. William B. Taliaferro (1874-6), February 27, 1898; M.W. 
Bro. John Paterson Fitzgerald (1891-6), June 10, 1898; M.W. Bro. 
William Francis Drinkard (1886-8), July 11, 1898. 

R. W. Bro. Charles C. Stevenson, Grand Secretary and Chairman 
of Committee on Foreign Correspondence of the Grand Lodge of 
Idaho, died at Boise, Idaho, February 28, 1898, at the early age of 32 
years. 

Daniel Striker, P.G.M. of the Grand Lodge of Michigan, died at 
his home in Hastings, Mich., April 11, 1898, at the age of 63 years. 
He was widely known and greatly loved and is deeply mourned. 

P.G.M. J. Henry Leonard, our representative near the Grand 
Lodge of New Brunswick, died at St. Johns, N.B., April 21, 1898. The 
Grand Secretary of that jurisdiction in giving notice of his death, 
says of him: “No brother in this jurisdiction was more highly es- 
teemed as a Mason or beloved as a man, for his kindly, genial charac- 
ter endeared him to his whole acquaintance.” 

James R. Boyce, Senior Past Grand Master of Montana, was born 
in Kentucky in 1817, and died at the home of his son in Butte, Mont., 
April 23, 1898. 

William C. Best, Past Grand Master of the Grand Lodge of North 
Dakota, died at Fargo, May 3, 1898, in the forty-eighth year of his age. 

M.W. Bro. Henry C. Cook, who presided in the Grand Lodge of 
Kansas in 1887, died at Kirksville, Mo., June 12, 1898, and was buried 
at Oswego, Kans., June 14. He was made a Mason in 1864 in Delavan 
Lodge, Illinois. He served his country as a brave officer, his fellow- 
citizens as an honest representative, and his brethren as a faithful 
officer. 

M.W. Bro. Palmer Job Pillans, Past Grand Master of Masons of 
Alabama, born in South Carolina, January 30, 1816, died at Mobile, 
June 22, 1898. Full of years and honors, a well loved brother lias gone 
to his rest. 

John W. Widderfield, Past Deputy Grand Master of Colorado, was 
born at Charlottesville, Va., in 1826, and died at his home in Trinidad, 
Colo., July 4, 1898. 
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LODGES CONSTITUTED. 

October 23, 1897, R.W. Bro. W. B. Grimes as proxy for the Grand 
Master, constituted Gothic Lodge No. 852 at East St. Louis. He 
was ably assisted by M.W. Brother Browning, R.W. Brother Burnap, 
W. Brother Marston and others, and reported a most enjoyable occa- 
sion. 

October 25, with the assistance of M.W. Brother Goddard, R.W. 
Brethren Moulton, Reifsnider, Albin, Burbank, Iott, and Sherman and 
W.Brethren Maclean, Herrick, McCall, Everett, Thorogood, Johnston 
and Stevens, I constituted Austin Lodge No. 850, Austin, Cook 
county. The brethren of this new lodge extended to the Grand Lodge 
officers and visiting brethren a generous supply of that fraternal 
courtesy and hospitality for which they are so justly celebrated, and 
fully demonstrated their right to rank as one of the live constituents 
of this Grand Lodge. 

October 29, Palestine Lodge No. 849, Palestine, III., was con- 
stituted by R.W. Bro. C. H. Martinas my representative. 

Latham Lodge No. 853, Latham, Logan county, was constituted 
hy my proxy, W. Bro. P. H. Oyler, November 3, 1897. 

R.W. Bro. Emerson Clark, as my duly appointed representative, 
constituted London Lodge No. 848, at London Mills, Fulton county, 
on the 10th day of November, 1897. 

November 18, 1897, assisted by Brethren Burbank, Everett, Ort- 
seifen, Stevens, and others, I had the pleasure of constituting CHI- 
CAGO Heights Lodge No. 851, at Chicago Heights, Cook county. 
Through the efficient efforts of the brethren of this new and vigorous 
lodge, the visiting brethren enjoyed a royally good time. 

LODGES U.D. 

Only three lodges have been authorized during the year. 

December 25, 1897, I issued a dispensation to twenty-nine breth- 
ren, residing near Thirty-ninth street and Western avenue in the 
city of Chicago, to form a new lodge, to be known as Brighton Park 
Lodge. 

Instituted, December 28, 1897, by R.W. Bro. Preston, D.D.G.M. of 
the Second District. 

On the 26th of March a dispensation was granted to thirty-seven 
brethren to meet at 615 North Clark street in the city of Chicago, 
and form a new lodge, to be called King Oscar Lodge. The cere- 
mony of instituting the new lodge was performed April 6, by R.W. 
Bro. M. B. Iott, D.D.G.M. of the Third District. 

The records of the proceedings of these young and vigorous claim- 
ants for a place among the constituent lodges of our jurisdiction are 
in the hands of the appropriate committee. 
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A dispensation was issued September 7, to sixteen brethren to or- 
ganize a lodge at Hamburg, Calhoun county, to be known as West 
Gate Lodge. As this action was taken subsequent to July 1, the 
future of the lodge will depend upon the will and pleasure of the 
Grand Master to be elected at this communication. 

There have been other applications for dispensations to form new 
lodges and perhaps some of these might have been granted with propri- 
ety, but a somewhat rigid interpretation of the law and a careful con- 
sideration of facts seemed to me to counsel a very conservative course. 
The large number of weak lodges wi x th constantly diminishing mem- 
berships, and the lack of vitality and healthful vigor on the part of 
many others, some of them less than a decade old, would seem to 
show that we already have too many rather than too few lodges, and 
indicates that great care should be exercised in authorizing new 
ventures. 

The right to make Masons is the highest privilege that can be 
conferred upon members of the Fraternity, and before the Grand 
Master gives brethren a license to set up in the business of conferring 
degrees, he should be abundantly satisfied that the best interests of 
the institution will be promoted thereby. 

The law contemplates that the Grand Master, in considering the 
propriety of granting a dispensation to form a new lodge, shall have 
the benefit of the combined wisdom and best judgment of the three 
nearest lodges. 

It is not sufficient (as many lodges seem to think) that they are 
willing to yield jurisdiction over the territory and that the applicants 
are “good fellows.” They should by careful inquiry and investigation 
and through a competent committee if necessary, secure such infor- 
mation as will enable them to certify that all the statements made 
in the petition are known by them to be facts, thus giving the Grand 
Master the benefit of the information he is entitled to have before 
he takes the grave responsibility of starting a new Masonic factory. 

Constituent lodges should feel that this responsibility rests pri- 
marily upon them and that the Grand Master is entitled to all the in- 
formation and assistance they can give. 

DUPLICATE CHARTERS. 

October 30, 1897, Fidelity Lodge No. 152, at Medora, lost its lodge 
hall, furniture and charter by fire, and a similar calamity befell Louns- 
bury Lodge No. 751, at Barrington on the 31st of March, 1898. 

As provided in Section 1, Article 29, Part 2nd Grand Lodge By- 
laws, new or duplicate charters were issued to these lodges without 
charge. 
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REnOVAL OF LODGE. 

The provisions of Grand Lodge By-laws relating to removal of 
lodges having been fully complied with, on the 4th of May I issued a 
dispensation authorizing the removal of Frankfort Lodge No. 567 
from Frankfort to West Frankfort. 

Reports from the lodge indicate that the advantages expected 
from the removal are being realized and that the lodge has entered 
upon a new career of prosperity. 

LODGE HALLS DEDICATED. 

ROCKFORD. 

On the 11th of February I had the pleasure of dedicating to Free- 
masonry a most beautiful and complete hall for Star in the East Lodge 
No. 166, at Rockford. On this occasion I was accompanied by W. 
Brother Everett, Grand Pursuivant, who acted as Grand Marshal in 
the ceremonies, and by Brother Stevens, Grand Tyler. W. Brother 
Montgomery, of Star in the East Lodge, and Brethren Miller, Bar- 
bour, Everett, Little, Stone, Reber, Soares, and others rendered able 
and efficient assistance, and contributed to the completeness of the 
ceremonies. 

The brethren of Rockford are to be congratulated upon the pos- 
session of a hall of such elegance, beauty, and convenience, and upon 
their success in making visitors feel happy and at home among them. 

MILFORD. 

Accompanied by Brethren Everett and Stevens I visited Milford 
on the 32th of May and assisted by these brethren as Grand Marshal 
and Grand Tyler, and by R.W. Bro. W.H. McClain as D.G.M. and 
other brethren from Onarga, Watseka, and neighboring towns, I dedi- 
cated the new hall of Milford Lodge No. 168. 

The lodge hall, ante-rooms, and parlors of this lodge are large and 
convenient, beautifully finished and furnished, and are such as to re- 
flect great credit upon the liberality, enterprise, and good taste of 
the brethren. The public ceremonies were followed by a very pleas- 
ant social gathering in the evening. 

ONARGA. 

On the 30th of June I dedicated to Freemasonry a fine new hail 
for Onarga Lodge No. 305. I was ably assisted on this pleasant occa- 
sion by R.W. Brother Bruffet as D.G.M. , Bro. A. M. Jones as S.G.W., 
W. H. Austin, as J.G.M., Rev. Bro. R. B. Williams as Grand Chaplain, 
H. C. Clarke as Grand Marshal, and the Grand Tyler. Bro. F. P. 
Morris, of Watseka, as Grand Orator, delivered a very interesting 
and instructive address, and brethren from Milford, Kankakee, Gil- 
man, Buckley, Chebanse, Clifton, Loda, and other places were pres- 
ent and took part in the exercises. 
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An elegant banquet at the seminary, and work at the lodge room 
closed a very happy day. 


CORNER STONES. 

KANKAKEE. 

On the second of August, by the invitation of the proper author- 
ities, and with the assistance of R.W. Brother Hitchcock, D.G.M., I 
placed the corner stone of the public library building of the city of 
Kankakee, according to Masonic usasre. 

Brother Everett as Grand Marshal and Grand Tyler Stevens ac- 
companied me from Chicago, and ably performed their respective 
parts in the ceremonies. 

R.W. Brethren Hatch, of Kankakee, as S.G.W., and McClain, of 
Onarga, as J.G. W., were as “level and plumb” as could be desired. I 
also gladly acknowledge the assistance of Rev. Bro. George Moore, 
of Momence, as Grand Chaplain, and of Brethren Morey, Burroughs, 
Ruehle, Barnhart, Wright, and others from Kankakee and vicin- 
ity in important places. It is unnecessary to speak of Bro. D. H. Pad- 
dock as Grand Orator because he amply demonstrated his ability to 
speak for himself. 

There was a large and appreciative assemblage, and the occasion 
was made pleasant and enjoyable by their presence and interest. 

ROSSVILLE. 

On the 23d of August, by request of the president of the school 
board, I placed the corner stone of the public high school building of 
the village of Rossville, according to the rules of the fraternity. 

Brother Stevens, Grand Tyler, rendered his usual invaluable ser- 
vices. 

Very complete arrangements for the ceremonies were made by 
Rossville Lodge No. 527, whose officers and members very ably filled 
the various stations and places assigned them in the formation of an 
occasional Grand Lodge. Bro. I. A. Smothers, superintendent of Ross- 
ville schools, was everywhere present as a most efficient helper in all 
parts of the exercises. Bro. L. H. Griffith, county superintendent of 
schools, gave some instructive statistics upon educational matters, 
and W. Bro. W. R. Jewell, (truthful William) a “Hoosier Schoolmas- 
ter” from Danville, as Grand Orator, was equal to the occasion, which 
is all one dares to say of an editor. 

EAST ST. LOUIS. 

On the 10th of September, M.W. Bro. Daniel M. Browning, as my 
special proxy, with the assistance of a sufficient number of competent 
brethren, opened an occasional communication of the M.W. Gran 
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Lodge of A.F. & A.M. of the state of Illinois, and in accordance with 
Masonic usages, laid the corner-stone of the City Hall building of 
East St. Louis. He reported a large attendance of the Fraternity 
and the presence of thousands of interested spectators at the cere- 
monies. 


GRAND LODGE OFFICERS INSTALLED. 

October 21, 1897, at a stated communication of Hesperia Lodge 
No. 411, with the assistance of R.W. Bro. D. J. Avery as Grand Mar- 
shal, I installed W. Bro. Joseph D. Everett, Grand Pursuivant. 

January 28, 1898, at a special communication of Lincoln Park 
Lodge No. 611, I installed Rev. Bro. Abel M. White as Grand Chap- 
lain, R. W. Brother Waters assisting as Grand Marshal. 

June 30, 1898, at a special communication of Onarga Lodge No. 
305, assisted by Bro. R. R. Stevens, and in the presence of a large num- 
ber of brethren from Onarga and vicinity, I had the pleasure of install- 
ing W. Bro. Haswell C. Clarke as Junior Grand Deacon. 

REPRESENTATIVES NEAR OUR GRAND LODGE. 

December 17, 1897, I renominated W. Bro. W- S. CANTRELL, of 
Benton, to be his own successor as the representative of the Grand 
Lodge of Delaware near our Grand Lodge. 

January 31, 1898, 1 recommended«to the Grand Masters of Missouri 
and West Virginia the appointment of R.W. Brethren George Stad- 
LERof Decatur, and Charles Reifsnider, of Chicago, as representa- 
tives of said Grand Lodges respectively near our Grand Lodge. 

In accordance with these recommendations the brethren have re- 
ceived their commissions and will present them at this grand com- 
munication. 


REPRESENTATIVES NEAR OTHER GRAND LODGES. 

November 8, 1897, upon the recommendation of the M.W. Grand 
Master of that Grand Lodge, I commissioned R.W. Bro. J. E. D’Avig- 
non, of Windsor, Ontario, as our representative near the Grand Lodge 
of Canada in place of R.W. Bro. Geo. C. Davis, deceased. 

January 31, 1898, upon the recommendation of M.W. Bro. R. M. 
Carothers, Grand Master of the Grand Lodge of North Dakota, I ap- 
pointed R.W. Bro. E. George Guthrie, of Casselton, North Dakota, 
to represent us near that Grand Lodge. 

February 21, in accordance with the recommendation of the Grand 
Master of the Grand Lodge of New Mexico, I made M.W. Bro. John 
W. Poe, of Roswell, N. M., our representative near that Grand Lodge, 
vice R.W. Bro. Harvey E. Huston, deceased. 
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May IT, as suggested by the M.W. Grand Master of that Grand 
Lodge, I commissioned W. Bro. Isaac O. Beatteay, Past Master of 
Union Lodge No. 8, of St. Johns, N. B., as the representative of the 
Grand Lodge of Illinois near the Grand Lodge of New Brunswick, in 
place of R.W. Bro. J. Henry Leonard, deceased. 

August 30 I re-appointed R.W. Bro. Edward Edwards, of Mel- 
bourne, as our representative near the United Grand Lodge of Vic- 
toria, in compliance with the suggestion of the Grand Master. 

DEPUTY GRAND LECTURERS. 

Upon the unanimous recommendation of the Grand Examiners, I 
issued commissions to the following brethren as Deputy Grand Lec- 
turers: 


James Douglas, Chester. 

Charles F. Tenney, Bement. 

G. A. Stadler, Decatur. 

John E. Morton, Perry. 

W. O. Butler, LaHarpe. 

Wm. E. Ginther, Charleston. 
Chas. Reifsnider, Chicago. 

T. H. Humphrey, DuQuoin. 

C. Rohrbough, Kinmundy. 

D. E. Bruffett, Urbana. 

G. O. Friedrich, Chillicothe 
C. W. Carroll, Blandinsville. 

H. S. Hurd, Chicago. 

I. H. Todd, East St. Louis. 

O. F. Kirkpatrick, Blandinsville. 

J. J. Crowder, Peoria. 

C. E. Grove, Mt. Carroll. 

H. T. Burnap, Upper Alton. 

D. B. Hutchinson, Jacksonville. 

C. E. Allen, Galesburg. 

H. C. Yetter, Galesburg. 

D. D. Darrah, Bloomington. 

Hugh A. Snell, Litchfield. 

H. S. Albin, Chicago. 

Arthur G. Goodridge, Irving Park. 
G. A. Martin, Brownstown. 

S. M. Schoemann, McLeansboro. 
L. C. Waters, Chicago. 

J. D. Templeton, Decatur. 

T. W. Wilson, Riverton. 

W. K. Bowling, Virden. 

R. F. Morrow, Virden. 


J. G. Seitz, Upper Alton. 

C. M. Erwin, Bowen. 

W. J. Frisbie, Bushnell. 

Emerson Clark, Farmington. 

W. M. Burbank, Chicago. 

J. B. Kelly, E. St. Louis. 

J. F. Clayton, Glenarm. 

W. H. Stevens, Steelville. 

R. R. Strickler, Galesburg. 
Henry Werno, Chicago. 

Samuel G. Jarvis, Victoria. 
Isaac Cutter, Camp Point, 

J. H. Thomas, Belvidere. 

J. E. Greenman, Tampico. 

James McCredie, Earlville. 

S. S. Borden, Chicago. 

W. H. Peak, Jonesboro. 

M. J. Seed, Sumner. 

P. F. Clark, Scottville. 

C. H. Martin, Lawrenceville. 

J. B. Randelson, Galesburg. 

M. B. Iott, Chicago. 

Herbert Preston, Chicago. 

J. V. Harris, Canton. 

Enos Johnson, Upper Alton. 

W. H. Marsh, Upper Alton. 

F. R. Smedley, Waverly. 

C. N. Hambleton, Jeffersonville. 
Aaron Shubart, Chicago. 

E. F. Seavey, Chicago. 

P. L. Holland, Chicago. 
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DEPUTY GRAND SECRETARY. 

In February, R.W. Bro. G. H. B. Tolle tendered his resignation 
as Deputy Grand Secretary, and also resigned his commission as Dep- 
uty Grand Lecturer. 

It was with deep regret that I accepted his withdrawal from these 
places of trust and responsibility, which for many years he had filled 
with so much credit to himself and satisfaction to the fraternity. 

Upon the recommendation of the Grand Secretary, I appointed 
R.W. Bro. George A. Stadler as Deputy Grand Secretary, and he 
has been duly installed as such. 

SPECIAL DISPENSATIONS. 


The following lodges have applied for and received special dis- 
pensations, paying therefor the sums indicated, viz.: 


LODGE. 

NO. 

FEE. 

LODGE. 

NO. 

FEE. 

Orangeville 

687 

$2 

00 

Union Park 

..610 

$2 00 

Paris 

268 

5 

00 

Fremont 

..462 

2 00 

Ashlar 

308 

5 

00 

Garfield 

. .686 

5 00 

Bethalto 

406 

2 

00 

Columbus 

. 227 

2 00 

Fielden 

592 

2 

00 

Oakland 

..219 

2 00 

Windsor 

322 

2 

00 

Kinmundy 

..398 

2 00 

Illinois City. . . . 

679 

2 

00 

Frankfort 

. .567 

2 00 

Dills 

295 

2 

00 

Geo. Washington.. 

..222 

2 00 

Frankfort 


2 

00 

Prairie 

.. 77 

2 00 

Wabash 

179 

2 

00 

Lounsbury 

..721 

2 00 

Calhoun 

792 

2 

00 

Illinois 

. 263 

2 00 

Momence 

481 

2 

00 

Tuscan 

. .630 

2 00 

Raleigh 

128 

2 

00 

Berwick 

. 619 

2 00 

Gill 

382 

2 

00 

Vesper 

. .584 

2 00 

Harvard 

309 

2 

00 

Germania 

. .182 

2 00 

Joppa 

.... 706 

2 

00 

Wheaton 

..269 

2 00 

Van Meter 

782 

2 

00 

D. C. Cregier 

..643 

2 00 

Lounsburv 

751 

2 

00 

Blaney 

..271 

2 00 

Hopewell 

.....844 

2 

00 

Oriental 

.. 33 

2 00 

Milton 

275 

2 

00 

Accordia 

. .277 

2 00 

Trinit}^ 

562 

2 

00 

Meridian 

..183 

2 00 

Rutland 

.... 477 

2 

00 

Dallas City 

..235 

2 00 

Groveland 

352 

2 

00 

Ben Hur 

..818 

2 00 

Pana 

226 

2 

00 

Stewart 

.. 92 

2 00 

Geneva 

139 

2 

00 




Fremont 

462 

2 

00 

Total 


$117 00 

Lockport 

538 

2 

00 

Dispensations for three 


Columbus 

227 

2 

00 

new lodges 


$300 00 

Oxford 

367 

2 

00 




Kinderhook 

353 

2 

00 

Total 


$417 00 


Which amount has been paid to the Grand Secretary, as will ap- 
pear in his report. 

GLENN INSURANCE. 

At the annual communication of 1894, on motion of M.W. Bro. 
John C. Smith, the Grand Lodge voted “to give to Mrs. Shields (daugh- 
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ter of R. W. Brother Glenn) the policy upon which premiums are still 
being paid, on condition that she releases the other policy from all 
objections hereafter; in other words, secures this Grand Lodge in the 
paid up policy.” 

At that time such assignment of the policy retained by us was 
made as fully secured the Grand Lodge in all rights under it, and the 
other policy was surrendered to Mrs. Shields without assignment. 
Soon after our last annual Mrs. Shields called my attention to this 
omission. 

After consulting with the Grand Treasurer and the Chairman of 
the Finance Committee, and feeling convinced that the intent of the 
Grand Lodge, as shown by the vote of 1894, would be carried out 
thereby, Irequested R.W. Brother War velle, as attorney for the Grand 
Lodge, to formulate the proper assignment of the policy surrendered 
to Mrs. Shields, and I executed the same. This action is respectfully 
reported for approval by the Grand Lodge. 

DISTRICT DEPUTV GRAND MASTERS. 

It is nearly thirty years since this jurisdiction adopted the district 
system and provided for the appointment of District Deputy Grand 
Masters. 

Notwithstanding the fact that they have been greatly handi- 
capped by the want of any provision for meeting the expense of vol- 
untary visitations, these officers have been of great service to the 
Fraternity and have contributed much to maintain kindly and fra- 
ternal relations among lodges and brethren. Their reports from year 
to year have been of much value and interest and suggestions in them 
have been of great assistance to the Grand Officers and the Craft gen- 
erally. The reports of the current year, which will be published with 
the proceedings, are of the usual merit, and a careful perusal of them 
is fraternally recommended. In this connection I desire to call atten- 
tion to the lack of any clearly defined duties for these officers, and the 
want of any provision for their expenses. I believe that they should 
be required to visit each lodge in their respective districts at least 
once every year, at the charge of the lodge for necessary travelling 
expenses; and that it should be specifically laid upon them as a 
duty to carefully examine into the affairs of the lodge, and to ascer- 
tain whether the secretary is properly performing his duties in keep- 
ing full minutes of proceedings, recording attendance, collecting dues, 
giving the necessary notices to members and other lodges, making the 
required reports to Grand Lodge, etc., in fine to learn whether the 
administration of lodge matters is up to the approved standard, and, 
whenever they deem it necessary, to make special report of their 
findings to the Grand Master. 
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If their status were thus defined by law, it would relieve them of 
the embarrassment which now sometimes attends their visits, and 
would add greatly to their usefulness, as well as to the prosperity and 
well-being of the lodges. 

Appropriate legislation along this line is earnestly recommended. 

CHARITY FUND. 

In accordance with the action of the Grand Lodge at its last session, 
a remittance of twenty dollars ($20), from the charity fund of the 
Grand Lodge, has been sent each month to our venerable, worthj^, and 
Most Worshipful Bro. Harrison Dills, who presided over this Grand 
Lodge forty-one years ago. He thoroughly appreciates and is most 
grateful for this fraternal kindness on the part of his brethren. I 
recommend that this disbursement be continued. 

Upon the recommendation of the charity committee, one hundred 
dollars ($100), was contributed from this fund for the relief of the 
Shawneetown sufferers; twenty dollars ($20) to aid Mrs. Sarah A. 
Hough, daughter of R.W. Bro. John Barney, a former Grand Lec- 
turer; and twenty-five dollars ($25) for the relief of R.W. Bro. Rodney 
Ashley, since deceased. 

RELIEF. 

The frequency with which lodges have sent out applications to 
sister lodges for the assistance of one of their needy members has 
been a source of irritation and complaint on the part of many lodges, 
and has sometimes caused a doubt whether the soliciting lodge and 
its members had gone to the extent of their obligations and their 
reasonable ability in relieving the distressed brother before apply- 
ing for permission to send out a general appeal in his behalf. 

The fear has been expressed that in some cases lodges have been 
willing to shift to others duties which properly belonged to them- 
selves. In view of this I have endeavored to ascertain the facts in 
all cases where aid has been asked and have required lodges to fur- 
nish information of what the lodge and its members had done for the 
sufferer, and of their ability to properly care for him, and have also 
in every instance had the D.D.G.M. make personal investigation and 
report before authorizing an appeal. 

When such precautions are taken lodges should feel warranted 
in the belief that the application is a worthy one, and that such do- 
nations as the facts warrant, and the circumstances of the lodge 
justify, should be promptly and cheerfully forwarded. After a full 
investigation in each case and upon the recommendation of the Dis- 
trict Deputy Grand Master of the district, whose report has in every 
instance been published with the application, I have authorized ap- 
peals to lodges in the following cases, viz: 
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Orangeville Lodge No. 687, for the relief of Bro. M. D. Chilton, 
of that lodge. The secretary reported that the sum of $353.93 was 
contributed by the lodges, and turned over to the beneficiary. 

Lafayette Lodge No. 657, Grand Tower, for the benefit of Mrs. 
Frances McLane, the widow of a member of said lodge, who died soon 
after the appeal was sent out. The secretary reported contributions 
to the amount of $417.70, of which $95.85 was used by the lodge for the 
care and funeral expenses of Mrs. McLane, and the balance of $321.85 
has, by my direction, been placed temporarily in the charity fund of 
the Grand Lodge. This money belongs to the three hundred and thir- 
ty-three lodges that donated it, pro rata according to their contribu- 
tion. But rather than put the secretary of the lodge or the Grand 
Secretary to the trouble and expense of making the distribution, I 
decided to deposit the amount as indicated, and to ask the lodges in- 
terested to signify at this communication their wishes respecting its 
final disposition. A vote upon this will be asked for at some conven- 
ient time during the session. 

Farmers’ Lodge No. 232, Pellonia, Illinois, for the assistance of 
Bro. W. A. McElya of that lodge. A total of $372.24 was remitted by 
lodges and turned over to the brother. 

Cordova Lodge No. 542, for the aid of Bro. George W. Park of 
said lodge. The time allowed for reporting amount contributed has 
not yet expired in this case. 


SHAWNEETOWN. 

Promptly upon receipt of information of the dreadful flood that 
overwhelmed the city of Shawneetown, the following appeal was sent 
to lodges. 

From the East of the Most Worshipful ) 

Grand Lodge of Ancient, Free and Accepted Masons v 
of the State of Illinois, Chicago, April 11, 1898. ) 

To the Officers and Members of All Lodges of A. F. and A.M. in the State of 

Illinois. 

Brethren: — In the terrible calamity that has visited Shawnee- 
town, our brethren have suffered severely. Most of them have sustained 
great material injury. Many have lost all their household possessions, 
and some have had their entire property swept away. Such conditions 
call for the exercise of the most generous charity. Their need is 
ready money , and I appeal to you in their behalf. Let your donations 
from lodges and individual members be liberal according to your 
ability and such as your circumstances and feelings prompt, and, 
whether large or small, let your response be prompt, remembering 
that the necessity for immediate action is urgent. 
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The Worshipful Master and Secretary of each lodge will act as a 
committee to receive and forward cash contributions. It is hoped that 
the response will be so prompt and generous that the account may be 
closed by May 10. Send all contributions to Hon. Wiley M. Egan, 
Grand Treasurer, 11 Board of Trade building, Chicago, who will re- 
ceive and take charge of the money and see that it reaches the proper 
committee for distribution. Yours fraternally, 

. Attest: Edward Cook, 

J. H. C. Dill, Grand Master. 

Grand Secretary. 

In response to this appeal the sum of $2,069.47 was contributed by 
306 lodges, and received by the Grand Treasurer. 

The expense of receipting for these donations, keeping the ac- 
count and forwarding the money was $42.45. The balance, $2,027.02, 
was promptly sent to W. Bro. J. C. Hart, Chairman of the Masonic 
Belief Committee. An abstract from the complete and able report 
of this committee, together with detailed report of the Grand Treas- 
urer, will be published with proceedings of this communication. 

Before dismissing the subject of relief, it is proper to call atten- 
tion to the fact that numerous inquiries have reached the Grand 
Master during the year, concerning the legitimacy of appeals for aid 
coming from outside of our jurisdiction. Some of these have been in 
behalf of objects apparently worthy in themselves, but careful scan- 
ning has usually disclosed the fact that the promoters were more in- 
tent upon advertising some publication, or advancing some personal 
interest, than upon relieving actual distress. The absence of any 
endorsement by the proper authorities of this jurisdiction, or even of 
an attempt to obtain their sanction, should of itself prove the illegit- 
imacy of such schemes, and the conscious unworthiness of their 
promoters. Brethren, there will be no lack of properly endorsed ap- 
peals to call for the exercise of all the liberal charity which you are 
able to bestow outside the membership of your own lodges, and you 
may safely ignore all appeals from outside our jurisdiction which do 
not bear the properly authenticated endorsement of our Grand Lodge 
officers. 


THE SCHOOLS. 

In accordance with the usual custom five schools for giving in- 
struction in the work and ritual were appointed, and were well at- 
tended, as will be seen by the report of the Grand Examiners. 

These meetings have come to be justly regarded as the most in- 
teresting and valuable that are held in our jurisdiction. 

The authorized work, ritual, and formal ceremonies of conferring 
degrees are taught by the Board of Grand Examiners. The Grand 
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Master gives instruction regarding the law, usages, customs, and tra- 
ditions of Masonry, and all unite in exemplifying the social and fra- 
ternal courtesies, and in promoting that sense of universal fellowship 
and brotherly love which should everywhere and always characterize 
our institution. 

An excellent system of instruction was adopted in this jurisdiction 
many years ago. This method has been ably sustained and promoted 
by successive Grand Masters, and most satisfactorily administered by 
an efficient Board of Grand Examiners, aided by the Deputy Grand 
Lecturers who have reached proficiency under their instruction. 
Through the liberal appropriations of the Grand Lodge and the un- 
tiring efforts of these teachers, a degree of uniformity and impress- 
iveness in work and of efficiency in administration has been attained 
that cannot but be a just cause of satisfaction and pride to all Masons 
who admire “good and true” work and take delight in business like 
methods. 

I trust that there may be no diminution of interest on the part of 
the Grand Lodge and no falling off in effort on the part of its author- 
ized teachers till every lodge in the jurisdiction is both willing and able 
to do standard work, thus making complete uniformity “a condition 
as well as a theory.” 


WORK. 

In my visits to lodges it has frequently and generally been my good 
fortune, and a great pleasure to me, to see the work. exemplified in a 
most beautiful, accurate, and impressive manner. On such occasions 
I have felt that the expense incurred by the Grand Lodge in provid- 
ing for instruction, and the efforts of our faithful and efficient Board 
of Grand Examiners, ably supplemented by the deputy grand lec- 
turers, have not been in vain, but have borne most creditable and 
satisfactory fruit. 

In a few instances, however, I have been saddened and discour- 
aged to seeevidences of an attempt to improve upon, enlarge, ornament, 
and spectacularize the ceremonies. In most cases of this kind it has 
only been necessary to call attention to the unwarranted character 
of these practices to insure their suppression promptly and cheerfully. 

A few have shown a disposition to persist, and to these it should 
be said that the use of expensive robes and the introduction of uni- 
forms, military drills, stage settings, theatrical scenes, inappropriate 
music, and other appliances and paraphernalia are things unknown 
to Ancient Craft Masonry, and foreign to our ceremonies as authori- 
tatively taught and practiced at our schools. 

When brethren fully realize in a practical way that the Grand 
Lodge has adopted a work and that it provides liberally for its dis- 
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semination, not only as to matter but also as to manner, and that any 
willful departure from the authorized methods is in the nature of an 
innovation and an evidence of disloyalty, all attempts to exploit in- 
dividual ideas will disappear, and we shall everywhere see our unriv- 
aled ritual taught in its purity, simplicity, and impressive beauty. 
Let all unite in an earnest, honest, and loyal effort to insure so de- 
sirable a consummation. 


WORK IN GERflAN. 

To meet a frequently expressed wish on the part of our German 
brethren and to give the German speaking lodges equal facilities with 
other lodges for acquiring the authorized work of the jurisdiction, I 
requested our well known German f rater, R.W. Bro. William E. Gin- 
ther, one of our oldest Deputy Grand Lecturers, to make a translation 
of the Standard Monitor into the nearest possible equivalent in 
German. 

With the assistance of a number of well skilled and competent 
brethren, this work has been most satisfactorily accomplished. The 
little book is already in the hands and pockets, and its contents will 
soon be in the minds of many members of the German-speaking lodges. 

He has also, at the expense of much study and labor, mentally 
determined upon the exact and proper German words and idioms for 
conveying the precise meaning of the esoteric work. 

As a slight recognition of this valuable service and to provide for 
teaching the work in German by authority, I have appointed R.W. 
Bro. Ginther as a Grand Lecturer for the German-speaking lodges. 
These lodges will, no doubt as rapidly as possible, avail themselves of 
the opportunity thus afforded to acquire and practice the standard 
work of this jurisdiction as adopted by this Grand Lodge, thus giving 
renewed evidence of their loyalty to duty and obligation and realiz- 
ing, in a practical way, their long cherished desire to attain uniform- 
ity among themselves and with other lodges, and to conform to the 
only authorized ritual and work. 

BASKETS AT KASKASKIA. 

One of the pleasantest occasions it has ever been my good fortune 
to participate in occurred on the 24th of June, when the lodges at 
Sparta, Chester, Ellis Grove, Coulterville, and vicinity, united in a 
Masonic picnic at Fort Gage, near the site of Old Kaskaskia. 

, The brethren for many miles around came with their families 
and brought so much genuine enthusiasm with them that there was 
no need for the mercury to reach a hundred to insure a warm time. 

M.W. Brethren Browning and Goddard were present and spoke to 
their old neighbors as only the sons of Southern Illinois can, and all 
were as bountifully fed and cared for as becometh the land of Egypt. 


24 


Proceedings of the 


[Oct. 4, 


If anything- more is needed to convince all that there was a “hot 
time in the old town” that day, it is only necessary to say that R.W. 
Bro. C. M. Forman had the affair in charge and was everywhere pres- 
ent as a genial host. He can surely run a railroad and we believe he 
could “keep a hotel.” 

My inability to be in two places at the same time was all that pre- 
vented me from attending a similar celebration of St. John’s day, 
given by the brethren of Jerseyville and vicinity at Piasa Bluffs on 
the same date. 

It is well to cultivate the social side of Masonry, and I hope that 
such occasions may multiply and that “I may be there.” 

DISCIPLINE. 

APOLLO LODGE CASE. 

At the session of the Grand Lodge in 1896, a case appealed from 
Apollo Lodge No. 612, was before the Committee on Appeals and Griev- 
ances, and action was deferred till the meeting of 1897, at which time 
the Grand Lodge on report of said committee found four of the de- 
fendants guilty of conspiracy to deprive members of the lodge of an 
opportunity to ballot upon the application of a candidate for degrees, 
and ordered that they be reprimanded at such time and by such per- 
son as the Grand Master might designate for that purpose. 

In accordance with this verdict W. Bro. Joseph D. Everett by my 
direction visited Apollo Lodge No. 642 on the evening of November 1, 
1897, and in open lodge administered a suitable reprimand to the breth- 
ren named, and had the same placed upon the records of the lodge. 
The Grand Lodge at the same time decided that the candidate re- 
ferred to, although he had received the degrees of E.A. andF.C., had 
not been legally elected thereto, and therefore ordered that he should 
not be advanced to the third degree until he had been lawfully elected, 
after suitable notice to members of the lodge. In compliance with this 
action of the Grand Lodge, I directed that upon the application of 
said candidate for advancement, notice of the fact should be given in 
open lodge and a date at least four weeks thereafter should be fixed 
for the ballot, and that notice of such contemplated ballot should be 
given all resident members. The prescribed steps were taken and 
the ballot was spread on his application on the 7th of March, 1898. 
Following this the inquiry arose when another ballot could be had, 
and I ruled that the ballot could not again be taken till after the ex- 
piration of one year, and then only under the same conditions as to 
application of the candidate and notice to members as preceded the 
last ballot. 

THE MECHAN1CSBURG CASE. 

At the last session of this Grand Lodge a case was appealed from 
Springfield Lodge No. 4, and on the report of the Committee on Ap- 
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peals and Grievances the case was reversed and remanded for new 
trial. 

This case arose in Mechanicsburg Lodge No. 299. 

Although charges of the gravest character were preferred against 
one of its members the above named lodge refused to receive them or 
to bring the accused to trial. On an order from the Grand Master, 
the lodge again refused by a large vote to place the offender on trial. 
The Grand Master then suspended the charter of Mechanicsburg 
Lodge No. 299, and ordered Springfield Lodge No. 4 to take jurisdiction 
and try the case. It did so, and by a very large vote, the accused was 
found guilty and expelled. Owing to some irregularities in the trial, 
the case as already stated was returned for a new hearing. The ac- 
cused, by his attorney, soon after the close of the Grand Lodge, made 
application for a change of venue. Believing that a sufficient show- 
ing was made to warrant a change, I ordered the case transferred to 
Tyrian Lodge No. 333, of Springfield, for trial. 

The case was tried by said lodge, and the accused was again ex- 
pelled. 

Inasmuch as Tyrian Lodge No. 333 took jurisdiction by order of the 
Grand Master, provision should be made for the payment by the Grand 
Lodge of the expenses of the second trial, as all the available re- 
sources of Mechanicsburg Lodge were exhaused in payment of the ex- 
penses of the first trial. 

In this connection it should be stated the Committee of Jurispru- 
dence in 1897 recommended that the Charter of Mechanicsburg Lodge 
No. 299 remain suspended, but that the recommendation of the Grand 
Master “to erase its name and number from the roll of lodges” be de- 
ferred until the annual communication of the Grand Lodge in 1898. 
This recommendation was adopted by the Grand Lodge. There has 
been no effort on the part of officers or members of the lodge to show 
that the charter should be restored to them, and there does not ap- 
pear to be any reasonable prospect of Mechanicsburg Lodge being 
able to resume its work, except to the detriment of Masonry in that 
locality. For these reasons I renew the recommendation of my prede- 
cessor to erase the name and number of the lodge from the roll of 
lodges. 


HOSCOW LODGE. 

Moscow Lodge No. 457, failed to make report of the election and 
installation of officers, which should have been held in December, 1897. 

The Grand Secretary and Grand Master wrote several letters 
urging compliance with the law which requires report of election to 
be made within thirty days. As no answers were received, the 
D. D.G.M. of the district was instructed to investigate. He accordinglv 
—3 
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visited Moscow on the 9th of July and saw the Worshipful Master and 
several members of the lodge. He learned that no meeting of the 
lodge had been held since December, 1896, and that there was not 
sufficient interest on the part of the officers to make any effort to se- 
cure a meeting. 

As no meeting of the lodge has been held in a year and a half, 
the charter was suspended. 

I have since written the Worshipful Master and Secretary asking 
whether any sufficient reason could be urged for a restoration of the 
charter, but have received no response. I recommend that the ar- 
rest of the charter be made permanent and that the name and num. 
ber of the lodge be stricken from the roll of lodges. 

OHIO LODGE. 

In May I received a complaint from seven members of Ohio Lodge 
No. 814, alleging that rumors and charges were current in the lodge 
and community that the Worshipful Master of the lodge was guilty 
of immoral and unmasonic conduct, and unfaithful to his marriage 
vows. It was stated that the good name of Freemasonry was suffer- 
ing on account of this scandal, and an investigation was requested. 

At the same time I received a letter from the accused saying that 
he desired a full and complete investigation. I accordingly appointed 
a commission, consisting of R.W. Bro. T. Van Antwerp, D.D.G.M. of 
the Tenth Masonic District; R.W. Bro. James McCredie, of Earlville, 
and W. Bro. E. A. Vaughan, of Princeton, and instructed them to 
make careful and thorough inquiry and investigation, and to report 
their findings. 

After examining a number of witnesses, in the presence of the ac- 
cused, and securing the testimony of the person best qualified to give 
direct evidence, the commission made a report unanimously finding 
the accused guilty of immoral and unmasonic conduct, such as in their 
judgment justified the severest punishment. I accordingly issued an 
order deposing the Worshipful Master of Ohio Lodge No. 814 from 
office and suspending him from all the rights and privileges of Ma- 
sonry until the meeting of the Grand Lodge or during the further will 
and pleasure of the Grand Master or Grand Lodge. 

This order was personally served upon the accused by R.W. 
Brother Van Antwerp, who at a stated meeting of the lodge notified 
the brethren of the action taken and instructed the Senior Warden to 
take charge of the lodge in accordance with his constitutional rights. 
All the papers and evidence in the case are submitted for reference 
to the proper committee. 
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APPLE RIVER LODGE. 

In January last charges were preferred against a member of 
Apple Kiver Lodge No. 548. The charges were the outgrowth of busi- 
ness transactions, and though fraud was alleged, I failed to find any- 
thing in the specifications to sustain the allegation or to justify the 
bringing of charges under Section 2, Article 2, Part 3 of our By-laws, 
and the complainants admitted that they could not arraign the ac- 
cused in the civil courts. Aftercareful consideration I advised the 
lodge that the charges should be withdrawn. 

There were so many evidences of excitement, ill-feeling, and pre- 
judice among the members of the lodge that I deemed it wise in the 
interest of impartiality and justice that a brother of experience, well- 
skilled in the law, should be present at the meeting, and I was very 
glad that M.W. Bro. John C. Smith was able and willing to visit the 
lodge with the purpose of explaining the law and to endeavor to re- 
store peace and harmony. As the conditions were such as to indicate 
that the kindest advice from even the best source might not be heeded, 
I took the precaution to make him my proxy, so that in case he failed 
to re-establish amicable relations, he might be clothed with full au- 
thority to act as the duly constituted representative of the Grand 
Master, and as such to take any legal steps necessary to uphold the 
law and promote the ends of justice. He accordingly visited the lod ge 
on the 21st of January, and again on the 28th of the same month, at 
which date the charges against the accused were withdrawn by unani- 
mous vote. 

At a subsequent meeting charges, the same in substance but dif- 
fering somewhat in phraseology, were again presented by the J.W., 
and accepted by the lodge and the date for trial fixed for March 4. 

At this date M.W. Brother Smith was again present as my proxy, 
and in a kind and fraternal way endeavored to give good advice and 
to restore peace and harmony in the lodge. He was not received with 
the proper courtesy, his advice was unheeded, and his orders, issued 
in the name and by the authority of the Grand Master, were openly 
defied. After exhausting all other means, he exercised his preroga- 
tive as the duly constituted proxy of the Grand Master, closed the 
lodge and declared its charter suspended. He duly warned all present 
that any and all further proceedings on the part of the lodge would be 
irregular and illegal, and left the room. The Worshipful Master and 
eighteen other members of the lodge, whose names are disclosed in 
the records of the meeting, remained and went through the form of 
trying and expelling a member of the lodge. 

The papers, reports, and correspondence in the case, as well as 
the records of the lodge, and the evidence taken at the alleged trial, 
are fraternally submitted for reference to the proper committee, to 
the end that such action will be taken as to vindicate the law and mete 
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out appropriate punishment to the individual members, and to the 
lodge as a whole. In the latter I would recommend that the arrest of 
the charter of Apple River Lodge No. 548 be made perpetual, by strik- 
ing from the register of constituent lodges owing allegiance to the 
Most Worshipful Grand Lodge of Illinois, the name and number of 
said lodge. 

Growing out of the contention at Apple River, and as a sequence 
thereto, a member of Excelsior Lodge No. 97, of Freeport, who acted 
as attorney in the prosecution and was conspicuous in defying the 
authority of the proxy of the Grand Master, was placed on trial in 
said lodge for disrespect to and disobedience of said proxy. 

The lodge failed to convict the accused by the requisite vote. 
The case has been appealed and will come before the Grand Lodge 
through report of the committee on appeals and grievances. 

TRIAL BOARD. 

Masonic trials are sad experiences which lodges always deplore 
but cannot always avoid. 

The personal relations which members of the lodge sustain to one 
or another of the parties involved are almost certain actively to ar- 
ray them as partisans* to prejudice their views of the case, and to 
make the administration of justice very difficult, if not impossible. 
The growing custom of engaging paid attorneys to conduct cases adds 
to the bitterness of the strife and often entails immoderate expense 
upon one or both sides. 

For these and other equally good reasons, the inquiry has been 
raised whether it is not possible, either through a change of venue, or 
through some provision for a trial board outside of the lodge, to pro- 
vide means for a speedy, fair, and comparatively inexpensive trial of 
cases likely to involve a heated or acrimonious contest in the lodge or 
to seriously impair its peace. I suggest that the subject be referred 
to the jurisprudence committee for consideration and report. 

PERHANENT riEHBERS. 

The so-called permanent members of our Grand Lodge are such 
brethren as have been elected to the office of Grand Master, Deputy 
Grand Master, or Grand Warden. 

At present this list contains twenty-two names, and is made up of 
four now in official stations, nine who are serving on various commit- 
tees, and nine others. 

It has been suggested that the Grand Lodge can afford to enact 
such legislation as will entitle all permanent members who attend 
Grand Lodge to mileage and per diem, thus providing for their at- 
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tendance without subjecting - them to arduous service on committees, 
or compelling’ them if they attend Grand Lodge to come wholly at 
their own expense. 

Consideration of this subject is fraternally requested. 

WASHINGTON MEMORIAL. 

At the last annual communication of the Grand Lodge, the Grand 
Master called attention to the fact that the Grand Lodge of Colorado 
had inaugurated a movement looking towards a suitable commemora- 
tion of the one hundredth anniversary of the death of George Wash- 
ington. In appropriate words he warmly endorsed the suggestion and 
recommended the appointment of a committee to act for the Grand 
Lodge in carrying it out. After a careful consideration of the sub- 
ject by the Committee on Finance, they reported that while they did 
not wish to be considered obstructionists, they were of the opinion 
that action should be deferred till the present session. 

The absence of any definite suggestion from the Grand Lodge of 
Virginia, in whose jurisdiction the ceremonies would naturally take 
place, the want of detailed information as to the character and ex- 
tent of the proposed services and the fact that there would be suffi- 
cient time for necessary preparation after this meeting of the Grand 
Lodge, were reasons for this conclusion. 

I now have the honor to report the following correspondence with 
the Grand Lodge of Virginia: 

Grand Lodge of Virginia A.F. and A.M., ) 
Richmond, Va., January 29, 1898. j 

M. W. Edward Cook, Grand Master of Masons in Illinois : 

Most Worshipful Brother: — In compliance with the mandate 
of the Grand Lodge of Virginia as contained in the inclosed report, it 
affords me very great pleasure to extend to your Grand Lodge Vir- 
ginia’s cordial invitation to be present at, and participate in, the 
memorial ceremonies incident to the observance of the death of 
W. Bro. George Washington, to be held at Mount Vernon on December 
14, 1899, either in the person of the Grand Master or such alternate as 
he may appoint. 

Full information as to the details of the ceremonies on that oc- 
casion will in due time be forwarded to your Grand Lodge by the 
special committee of arrangements appointed by the Grand Lodge of 
Virginia. Hoping to be notified at an early day of your acceptance 
of this invitation, I have the honor to be, 

Yours fraternally, George W. Carrington, 

Grand Secretary. 


30 


Proceedings of the 


[Oct. 4 


Chicago, February 10, 1898. 

Mr. George W. Carrington , Grand Secretary , Richmond, Va. 

My Dear Sir and Brother:-^-I have the honor to acknowledge 
the receipt of your circular letter of the 29th ult., relating to the pro- 
posed Washington Memorial Services in 1899. 

This subject was before our Grand Lodge for preliminary con- 
sideration in October last, and by reference to page 96 of our Pro- 
ceedings, 1897, you will observe that “the entire proposition was 
referred to the M.W. Grand Master for further consideration. 

In the absence of any definite instruction from the Grand Lodge 
or any specific authority, and in view of the fact that our Grand Lodge 
will hold two annual communications before December, 1899, 1 am not 
very well prepared to do more than to thank you most cordially for your 
fraternal invitation, to request you to give me any further informa- 
tion that you can from time to time, in order that I may lay the same 
before our Grand Lodge at its next annual communication, and to as- 
sure you and the brethren of your committee and jurisdiction that 
personally I am heartily in sympathy with the movement, and that I 
have no doubt that our Grand Lodge and the brethren of Illinois will 
be found prompt and eager to do their part and that they will vie with 
the brethren of other jurisdictions in doing honor and showing devo- 
tion to the memory of the most renowned Mason of his age. 

Yours fraternally, Edward Cook, 

Grand Master. 

To the M. W. Grand Master, Officers and Members of the Grand Lodge , 

A.F. and A. M., of lllin ois: 

Most Worshipful Sir and Brethren:— At the instance of the 
Grand Lodge of Colorado, and subsequently at the request of her sis- 
ter Grand Lodges, the Grand Lodge of Virginia assumed the conduct 
of the proper commemoration of the one hundredth anniversary of 
the death of Bro. George Washington, the services incident to the 
occasion to take place at Mount Vernon on December 14, 1899. The 
undersigned in pursuance of a resolution of the Most Worshipful 
Grand Lodge of Virginia have been appointed a committee to prepare 
a suitable program and to devise the ways and means for carrying 
out the same with credit to those who have undertaken it and honor 
to our ancient and honorable fraternity. 

After repeated meetings of our committee and most careful con- 
sideration of the subject, we have found that it will require an outlay 
of money which will be equal to a per capita assessment of 1 cent per 
member in each Grand Jurisdiction. 

As the commemoration is to be a National one, and Virginia has 
undertaken its management at the request of her sister Grand Lodges, 
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this committee deem it proper that these Grand Lodges shall have the 
opportunity — if they so desire — to contribute to its proper observance. 


To that end if your Grand Jurisdiction deem the proposed observ- 
ance worthy of the expenditure named, they can forward any amount 
they feel disposed to contribute to R. W. Fred Pleasants, Grand Treas- 
urer of the Grand Lodge of Virginia, Masonic Temple, Richmond, Va., 
who has kindly consented to act as treasurer for the committee, and 
who will receipt for same. 

K. Kemper, 

J. B. Sener, 

Jno. W. Daniel, 
Micajah Woods, 

A. R. Courtney, 

* Committee. 


Alexandria, Va., August 22, 1898. 


The “report” referred to in the foregoing letter from R. W. Brother 
Carrington, and the “program” mentioned In the •communication 
from the committee are herewith submitted for the inspection of 
brethren interested. 

It will be observed that the invitation to participate in the cere- 
monies is limited to the Grand Master or such alternate as he may 
designate, though there probably would be no objection to sending 
with him such escort or committee as might be considered advisable. 

It will also be noticed that the privilege is very courteously ex- 
tended us to contribute such sum as we may think prudent to assist in 
making the occasion the complete success anticipated by its pro- 
jectors. 

These thoughtful provisions do much to simplify the question and 
will be of great assistance in shaping appropriate action on our part. 
The whole subject is respectfully submitted to the Grand Lodge for 
its further will and pleasure. 


sunnARY. 

These are the most salient features of the year’s history. 

I have spared you any mention of the fifty official visits or pleasant 
calls at lodges, nor will I go into details concerning the more than 
eighteen hundred letters written. There have been many questions 
answered and much advice (mostly good and generally solicited) given. 

A large part of the work has been of a routine character. A care- 
ful reading of the Grand Lodge By-laws would have saved many of 
the questions and a careful following of them would have made most 
of the advice unnecessary. 
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But there is evidence of increased study of the law and precedents, 
and the new and complete edition of the Constitution, By-laws, and 
Decisions has been a most satisfactory aid to all who have had occa- 
sion to refer to it or a desire to inform themselves. 

While I have been called upon to explain or interpret the law in 
many instances, it has usually been to meet a special, temporary, or 
local case, and thus the year has passed without my rendering any 
decisions which I considered of such general bearing or importance 
as to necessitate bringing them before the Grand Lodge. 

If able, I would gladly speak in fitting terms of the uniform cour- 
tesy and consideration everywhere extended to me, and of the great 
pleasure I have experienced from the relations incident to the posi- 
tion given me through your kind partiality. Despite the occasional bits 
of friction disclosed by the foregoing record, the year has been one of 
the happiest of my life, and my chief regret has been that I have not 
been able to better reciprocate the favors I have received. 

If my acts have not impressed you with my desire to see and to do 
the right, it is now too late to make the proof, and nought remains 
but to thank you most heartily for your many acts of fraternal kind- 
ness, and to ask your indulgence and lenient judgment on what has 
been done amiss. 


CONCLUSION. 

The gathering of each year into its sheaf shows a larger harvest- 
ing of effort and accomplishment, a nearer approach to the era of 
“peace on earth, good will toward men.” But while we mark the pro- 
gress of the world at large and of our own brotherhood, let us remem- 
ber that the world’s strength and our strength is only the sum of the 
strength of individual lives. “The Kingdom of Heaven cometh not 
with observation, it is within you.” No trumpet blast of battle sounds 
the greatest victories, no numbering of growth nor of “degrees con- 
ferred,” nor yet of charities bestowed shows our greatest progress. 
The greatest conquests are those of the spirit, the greatest hero, he 
whose strength, like Sir Galahad’s, is “as the strength of ten because 
his heart is true.” The conflict of the spirit is eternal, and we need 
not lose heart because its triumphs are not immediately complete. 

Gains of character are permanent, bearing us little by little 
nearer the “perfect day,” turning seeming failure into real success, 
transforming trials into blessing, and bringing the “further light” in 
the later days. 

“Grow old along with me, 

The best is yet to be 

The last of life for which the first was made; 

Our times are in his hand 
Who saith: “A whole I planned, 

Youth shows but half; trust God, see all, nor be afraid.” 
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Not to individual souls alone belong 1 these inspiring words, but to 
souls gathered in human brotherhood. Our own brotherhood has 
passed from the good time when life lies in anticipation to the better 
time when life is in fulfillment. Let us then go boldly forward, thank- 
ful for a glorious past; and trustfully and prayerfully confident of a 
yet more glorious future. Fraternally, 

EDWARD COOK, 

Grand Master. 

On motion the Grand Master’s address was referred to 
the Committee on Grand Master’s Address 

During - the reading of that portion of the foregoing ad- 
dress relating to the appeal for aid by Lafayette Lodge No. 
657, the Grand Master submitted the disposition of the re- 
maining amount resulting from said appeal to the represen- 
tatives of the lodges contributing the same. On motion it 
was unanimously voted to donate the same to the Masonic 
Widows’ and Orphans’ Home, located at Macon, 111. 
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REPORT OF THE GRAND TREASURER. 

The Grand Treasurer submitted the following report, 
together with his books and vouchers, which was referred 
to the Committee on Finance: 


Wiley M. Egan, Grand Treasurer , 

In account with Grand Lodge of Illinois, F. & A. Masons. 

1897. Dr. 

Oct. 2, To credit balances as per last report — 

2, General Fund $48,361 73 

2, Charity Fund 722 86 


$49,084 59 

Oct. 30, To Amount received from Grand Secre- 
tary, account of General Fund $ 133 25 

30, Account of Charity Fund 20 00 

Nov. 30, Amount received from Grand Secre- 
tary, account of General Fund 14 75 

30, Account of Charity Fund 20 60 

Dec. 31, Amount received from Grand Secre- 
tary, account of General Fund 127 75 

31, Account of Charity Fund 3 00 

1898. 

Jan. 12, To dividend on A. A. Glenn’s life insur- 
ance policy, account of General 

Fund 44 30 

15, Interest on City of Chicago, 4 % bonds, 

account of General Fund, 6 m 1.000 00 

15, Interest on United States 4% bonds, 

account of General Fund, 3 m 80 00 

31, Amount received from Grand Secre- 
tary, account of General Fund 50 75 

31, Account of Charity Fund. 11 00 

Feb. 1, Interest on United States 4% bonds, 

account of General Fund, 3 m 180 00 

28, Amount received from Grand Secre- 
tary, account of General Fund 19 50 

28, Account of Charity Fund 3 00 

March 31, Amount received from Grand Secre- 
tary, account of General Fund 106 00 

31, Account of Charity Fund 15 25 

April 30, Amount received from Grand Secre- 
tary, account of General Fund 2 50 

30, Account of Charity Fund 29 00 
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May 11, Amount received from Grand Secre- 
tary, account of Charity Fund $ 321 85 

May 31, Amount received from Grand Secre- 
tary, account of General Fund .... 1475 

31, Account of Charity Fund 15 00 

June 30, Amount received from Grand Secre- 
tary, account of General Fund 14 75 

30, Account of Charity Fund 9 00 

July 12, Interest on City of Chicago 4% bonds, 

account of General Fund, 6 m 1,000 00 

12, Interest on United States 4% bonds, 

account of General Fund, 3 m 180 00 

30, Amount received from Grand Secre- 
tary, account of General Fund 20,879 25 

30, Account of Charity Fund 3 00 

Aug. 1, Interest on United States 4% bonds, 

account of General Fund, 3 ra 180 00 

31, Amount received from Grand Secre- 

tary, account of General Fund 17,026 50 

31, Account of Charity Fund 5 00 

Sept. 30, Amount received from Grand Secre- 
tary, account of General Fund 2,459 50 

30, Account of Charity Fund 6 00 


$43,975 25 


Received from Grand Secretary dur- 
ing the year, on account of General 

Fund $40,849 25 

Received from interest coupons on 
bonds for the year, on account of 

General Fund 2,620 00 

Received from other sources during 
the year, on account of General 
Fund 44 30 


Total amount received during the 

year, on account of General Fund. $43, 513 55 
Total amount received from Grand 
Secretary during the year, on 
account of Charity Fund 461 70 


Total receipts for the year, $43,975 25 


$93,059 84 

1898. Credit. 

Jan. 12, By amount paid for 10 $1,000 4% bonds of 

the United States, @ $1.30 $13,000 00 

Oct. 1, Mileage and per diem paid officers 
and committees since last report, as 
per vouchers returned herewith. . .$ 2,883 10 
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Oct. 1, Mileage and per diem paid representa- 
tives since last report, as per vouch- 
ers returned herewith $15,761 50 


Total mileage and per diem paid. . $18,644 60 

1, Amount paid out for charity since 
last report, as per vouchers num- 
bered 577, 578, 589, 598, 599, 611, 629, 

645, 658, 659, 665, 676, 683, 690, and 
696, canceled and returned herewith 385 00 

1, Miscellaneous items paid since last 
report, as per vouchers numbered 
564 to 705, both inclusive, excepting 
the numbers enumerated above as 
paid on account of Charity Fund. . . 11,075 39 


Total amount paid out during the 

year $43,104 99 

1, Balance in cash to credit of General 

Fund 49,155 29 

1, Balance in cash to credit of Charity 

Fund 799 56 

Total credit balance in cash 49,954 85 


$93,059 84 

Your Grand Treasurer, on January 12, 1898, invested $13,000 for 
account of the General Fund, in ten United States bonds of the de- 
nomination of $1,000, paying therefor the sum of $1,300 each. 

These bonds are payable in the year 1925, and draw interest at the 
rate of (4%) four per cent per annum, payable quarterly, as follows: 
February 1, May 1, August 1, and November 1 of each year. 

In addition to the cash balance reported above, to the credit of 
the General Fund, the Grand Lodge owns the following securities, all 


of which are nowin my possession: 

City, of Chicago 4% bonds, par value $50,000 00 

United States 4 % bonds, par value 18,000 00 


$68,000 00 

Policy No. 99,588, Connecticut Mutual Life Insurance Company 
for $5,000 on the life of A. A. Glenn: this is a full paid policy, and 
from which the Grand Lodge receives an annual dividend. 

Eight shares of stock in the Masonic Fraternity Temple Associa- 
tion, of the par value of $800. 

Fraternally submitted, 

WILEY M. EGAN, 

Grand Treasurer 


Chicago, October 1, 1898. 
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EEPOET OP THE GEAND SEOEETAEY. 

The Grand Secretary submitted the following- report, 
also cash book and ledger, and asked that they be referred 
to the Committee on Finance: 

Most Worshipful Grand Master and Brethren of the Grand Lodge: 

In accordance with the by-laws of the Grand Lodge, I herewith 
submit my annual report as Grand Secretary. 

ORDERS DRAWN. 

Orders have been drawn on the Grand Treasurer at and since the 
last Annual Communication for the following amounts, to-wit: 

For mileage and per diem of Officers, Representatives, and 

Committees in attendance at the last communication. . .$18,656 90 


To Joseph Robbins, Committee on Correspondence. . •> 300 00 

To R. R. Stevens, as Grand Tyler 100 00 

To G. H. B. Tolle, as Deputy Grand Secretary 25 00 

To William Jenkins, securing railroad rates for Representa- 
tives 57 91 

To J. F. Tenney & Co., rubber stamps 1 35 

To R. R. Stevens, expenses last Communication 72 00 

To George A. Stadler, expenses securing hall for meeting of 

Grand Lodge 15 50 

To Z. T. Griffen, stenographer 50 00 

To Pantagraph Printing and Stationery Company, printing 

reports, etc 407 50 

To N. Bommersbach, floral design 15 90 

To Hayman & Davis, rent of Columbia Theater 350 00 

To M. C. Crawford, room rent for Committee 20 00 

To John R. Lane, services as janitor 20 00 

To Harrison Dills 240 00 

To Mrs. Hough, charity 20 00 

To Pantagraph Printing and Stationery Company, printing 

Proceedings, etc 1,404 65 

To Revenue stamps for Grand Secretary’s office 17 00 

To Secretary of State, Certification fee 1 50 

To Wiley M. Egan, rent of box in vault 5 00 

To George W. Warvelle, services 10 00 

To Pantagraph Printing and Stationery Company, printing 

By-laws 639 00 

To John M. Pearson, taxes on Missouri land 25 00 

To J. G. Ehni, by return of fee paid National Lodge 10 00 

To expenses Committee on Revising By-laws 50 00 
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To Pantagraph Printing and Stationery Company, binding 

Proceedings, etc $ 472 86 

To Rodney Ashley, charity 25 00 

To relief of Shawneetown sufferers 100 00 

To expenses Finance Committee 60 20 

To W. M. Egan, meetings Printing Committee 10 00 

To C. F. Tenney, expenses visiting Lovington Lodge 1 50 

To J. H. C. Dill, expenses, Chicago, on Printing Committee 17 10 

To Grand Examiner’s School at Chicago 266 80 

To Grand Examiner’s School at Freeport 189 50 

To G rand Examiner’s School at Springfield 177 50 

To Grand Examiner’s School at Robinson 201 60 

To Grand Examiner’s School at Murphysboro 221 20 

To expenses Grand Secretary’s office, postage 201 00 

To incidentals, Grand Secretary’s office 16 45 

To T. W. Baird, engrossing Charters and Commissions 33 50 

To Pantagraph Printing and Stationery Company, miscella- 
neous printing 458 20 

To expense Grand Master's office 167 22 

To United States Express Company 234 92 

To American Express Company 348 23 

To Edward Cook, salary as Grand Master 1,500 00 

To W. M. Egan, salary as Grand Treasurer 400 00 

To J. H. C. Dill, salary as Grand Secretary 2,500 00 

Total $30,116 99 

I herewith submit an itemized account of all moneys received by 
me as Grand Secretary during the past year. 

All of which is fraternally submitted. 

J. H. C. DILL, 

Grand Secretary. 
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GRAND SECRETARY'S ACCOUNT. 

J. H. C. Dill, Grand Secretary , in account with 

The M.W. Grand Lodge of Illinois, A.F. and A.M., Dr 
TO LODGE DUES FOR THE YEAR 1898. 


LODGES. 

NO. 

DUES. ( 

LODGES. 

NO. 

DUES. 


1 

$131 25 

Scott 

79 

$ 27 75 


2 

16 50 

Whitehall 

80 

57 75 


3 

96 75 

Vitruvius 

81 

49 50 


4 

106 50 

DeWitt 

84 

97 50 

Friendship 

7 

111 75 

Mitchell 

85 

57 00 


8 

249 00 

Kaskaskia 

.86 

29 25 


9 

59 25 

Mt. Pulaski 

•87 

48 75 


13 

54 75 

Havana 

88 

66 75 


14 

29 25 

Fellowship 

89 

45 00 


15 

199 50 

J erusalem Temple 

90 

129 75 


16 

41 25 

Metropolis 

91 

41 25 


17 

111 00 

Stewart 

92 

87 75 


19 

73 50 

Toulon 

93 

24 00 


20 

72 75 

Perry 

95 

48 (,0 


23 

76 50 

Samuel H. Davis 

96 

25 50 

St Flair 

24 

87 00 

Excelsior 

97 

197 25 


25 

53 25 

Taylor 

98 

53 25 

HiT-qm 

26 

22 50 

Edwardsville 

99 

67 50 

Pia«a 

27 

76 50 

Astoria 

100 

48 75 

fi 

29 

38 25 

Rockford 

102 

179 25 

]\/[t Vernon 

31 

57 75 

Magnolia 

103 

28 50 

Oriental 

33 

220 50 

Lewis town 

104 

47 25 

R^rry 

34 

67 50 

Winchester 

105 

54 00 

Charleston 

35 

57 00 

Lancaster 

106 

30 75 

Kavanaugh 

36 

23 25 

Versailles 

108 

39 75 

MnnTn^ 1 ! th 

37 

75 75 

Trenton 

109 

33 i 0 

Gfiive Rrqnrh 

38 

177 75 

Lebanon 

110 

25 50 

Herman 

39 

39 00 

Jonesboro 

111 

39 75 

Occidental 

40 

117 75 

Bureau 

112 

70 50 

Mt. Joliet 

42 

174 75 

Robert Burns 

113 

39 00 

Rlnormnp'trm 

43 

119 25 

Marcelline 

114 

36 75 

TTardin 

44 

66 00 

Rising Sun 

115 

40 50 

0- ri ’ ggsvi He : 

45 

44 25 

Vermont 

116 

35 25 

Tpmple 

46 

265 50 

Elgin 

117 

12U 00 

Caledonia 

47 

13 50 

Waverly 

118 

59 25 

Unity 

48 

47 25 

Henry 

119 

34 50 

Cambridge 

49 

38 25 

Mound 

122 

75 75 

Carrollton 

50 

72 00 

Oquawka 

123 

38 25 

Mt. Moriah 

51 

59 25 

Cedar 

124 

79 50 

Benevolent 

52 

2? 00 

Greenup 

125 

27 75 

J ackson 

53 

79 50 

Empire 

126 

39 75 

W ashington 

55 

44 25 

Antioch 

127 

33 75 

Trio 

57 

132 00 

Raleigh 

128 

17 25 

Fraternal 

58 

66 00 

Greenfield 

129 

33 75 

New Boston 

59 

49 50 

Marion 

130 

45 75 

Bel vi rl ere. 

60 

114 75 

Golconda 

131 

34 50 

Eacon. 

61 

46 50 

Mackinaw 

132 

26 25 

St. Marks 

63 

51 00 

Marshall 

133 

35 25 

Renton 

64 

68 25 

Sycamore 

134 

111 75 

Euclid 

65 

65 25 

Lima 

135 

31 50 

Pa rifle 

66 

44 25 

Hutson ville 

136 

15 00 

Acacia 

67 

66 00 

Polk 

137 

42 00 

Eureka . 

69 

40 50 

Marengo 

138 

44 25 

Central 

71 

41 25 

Geneva 

139 

39 00 

Chester 

72 

30 00 

Olney 

140 

52 50 

Rockton 

74 

36 75 

Garden City 

141 

433 50 

Roscoe 

75 

39 75 

Ames 

142 

45 75 

Mt. Nebo 

76 

67 50 

Richmond 

143 

38 25 

Prairie 

77 

193 50 

DeKalb 

144 


Waukegan 

78 

144 00 

A. W. Rawson 

145 

34 50 


40 


Proceedings of the 


[Oct. 4, 


lodge dues for the year 1898 — Continued. 


LODGES. 

NO. 

DUES. 

Lee Centre 

146 

$ 21 75 

Clayton 

147 

39 00 

Bloomfield 

148 

70 50 

Effingham 

149 

43 50 

Vienna 

150 

43 50 

Bunker Hill 

151 

39 00 

Fidelity 

152 

27 00 


153 

39 75 

Russell 

154 

32 25 

Alpha 

155 

113 25 

Delavan 

156 

59 25 

Urbana 

157 

117 75 

McHenry 

158 

21 75 

Kewanee 

159 

94 50 

Waubansia 

160 

141 75 

Virden 

161 

48 00 

Hope 

162 

53 25 

Edward Dobbins 

164 

57 00 

Atlanta 

165 

36 00 

Star in the East 

166 

160 50 

Milford 

168 

44 25 

Nunda 

169 

29 25 

Evergreen 

170 

75 00 

Girard 

171 

48 00 

W ayne 

172 

37 50 

Cherry Valley 

173 

42 75 

Lena 

174 

42 00 

Matteson 

175 

165 75 

Mendota 

176 

55 50 

Staunton 

177 

38 25 

Illinois Central 

178 

59 25 

Wabash 

179 

24 00 

Moweaaua 

180 

18 75 

Germania 

182 

175 50 

Meridian 

183 

38 25 

Abingdon 

185 

48 75 

Mystic Tie. . 

187 

29 25 

Cyrus 

188 

59 25 

Fulton Citv 

189 

39 75 

Dundee 

190 

60 75 

Farmington 

192 

61 50 

Herrick 

193 

20 25 

Freedom 

194 

36 75 

La Harpe 

195 

101 25 

Louisville 1 

196 

38 00 

King Solomon’s 

197 

43 50 

Homer 

199 

54 75 

Sheba 

200 

16 50 

Centralia 

201 

87 00 

Lavely 

203 

26 25 

Flora 

204 

51 00 

Corinthian 

205 

34 50 

Fairfield 

206 

54 00 

Tamaroa 

207 

23 25 

Wilmington 

208 

61 50 

Wm. B. Warren 

209 

214 50 

Lincoln 

210 

90 00 

Cleveland 

211 

290 25 

Shipman 

212 

20 25 

Ipava 

213 

52 50 

Gillespie 

214 

20 25 

Newton 

216 

35 25 

Mason 

217 

26 25 

New Salem 

218 

37 50 

Oakland 

219 

50 25 

Mahomet 

220 | 

29 25 

Lerov 

221 | 

36 00 


LODGES. 

1 

NO. 

DUES. 

Geo. Washington 

222 

$ 60 75 

Pana 

226 

74 25 

Columbus 

227 

17 25 

Lovington 

228 

54 00 

Manchester 

229 

24 00 

New Haven 

230 

15 75 

Wyanet 

231 

27 00 

Farmers 

232 

15 00 

Blandinsville t 

233 

78 00 

DuQuoin 

234 

64 50 

Dallas City 

235 

36 75 

Charter Oak 

236 

63 00 

Cairo 

237 

75 00 

Black Hawk 

238 

41 25 

Mt. Carmel 

239 

75 00 

Western Star 

240 

•118 50 

Shekinah 

241 

60 00 

Galva 

243 

59 25 

Horicon 

244 

60 00 

Greenville 

245 

52 50 

El Paso 

246 

50 25 

Rob Morris 

247 

27 75 

Golden Gate 

248 

39 75 

, Hibbard 

249 

30 00 

Robinson 

250 

46 50 

Heyworth 

251 

50 25 

Aledo 

Avon Harmony 

252 

253 

65 25 
33 00 

Aurora 

254 

129 75 

Donnelson 

255 

29 25 

W arsaw 

257 

59 25 

Mattoon 

260 

136 50 

Amon 

261 

33 75 

Channahon 

262 

27 75 

Illinois 

263 

90 75 

Franklin Grove 

264 

21 00 

Vermilion 

265 

31 50 

Kingston 

266 

33 00 

La Prairie 

267 

32 25 

Paris 

268 

269 

102 75 

Wheaton 

42 00 

Levi Lusk 

270 

17 25 

Blaney 

271 

117 75 

Carmi 

272 

51 00 

Miners 

273 

56 25 

Byron 

274 

31 50 

Milton 

275 

35 25 

Elizabeth 

276 

21 00 

Accordia 

277 

48 00 

Jo Daviess 

278 

76 50 

Neoga 

279 

38 25 

Kansas 

280 

25 50 

Brooklyn 

282 

28 50 

Meteor 

283 

54 00 

Catlin 

285 

67 50 

Plymouth 

286 

45 00 

De Soto 

287 

53 25 

Genoa 

288 

49 50 

Wataga 

291 

21 00 

Chenoa 

292 

55 50 

Prophetstown 

293 

66 00 

Pontiac 

294 

64 50 

Dills 

295 

9 00 

Quincy 

296 

87 75 

Benjamin 

297 

63 00 

Wauconda 

298 

27 00 

Hinckley 

301 

32 25 
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LODGES. 

NO. 

DUES. 

LODGES. 

NO. 

DUES. 


302 

$ 33 75 

Waltham 

384 

$ 36 75 


303 

27 75 

Mississippi 

385 

92 25 


305 

45 75 

Bridgeport 

386 








W. C. Hobbs 

306 

58 50 

El Dara 

388 

” 27 75 

T. J. Pickett 

307 

51 75 

K ankakee 

389 

92 25 


308 

222 00 

Ashmore 

390 

39 75 


309 

78 00 

Tolono 

391 

39 75 


310 

390 75 

Oconee 

392 

25 50 


311 

311 25 

Blair 

393 

184 50 


312 

124 50 

Jersey ville 

394 

53 25 

York 

313 

23 25 

Muddy Point 

396 

21 75 


314 

43 50 

Shiloh 

397 

23 25 


315 

22 50 

Kinmundy 

398 

44 25 


316 

• 18 75 

Buda 

399 

33 00 


318 

52 50 

Odell 

401 

21 75 


319 

108 75 

Kishwaukee 

402 

52 50 


320 

35 25 

Mason City 

403 

63 00 

Dunlap 

321 

69 75 

Batavia 

404 

38 25 

Windsor 

322 

47 25 

Ramsey 

405 

45 00 

Orient 

323 

24 75 

Bethalto 

406 

20 25 

Harrisburg 

325 

81 75 

Stratton 

408 

35 25 

Industry 

327 

36 75 

Thos. J. Turner 

409 


Alt on a."! 

330 

37 50 

Mithra 

410 

90 00 

Mt. Erie 

331 

19 50 

Hesperia 

411 

327 75 


332 

62 25 

Bollen 

412 

24 00 

Tyrian 

333 

103 50 

Evening Star 

414 

32 25 

Sumner ' 

334 

76 50 

Lawn Ridge 

415 

28 50 

Schiller 

335 

86 25 

Paxton 

416 

54 00 

New Columbia 

336 

33 00 

Marseilles 

417 

63 00 

Oneida 

337 

43 50 

Freeburg 

418 

24 00 

Saline 

339 

16 50 

Reynoldsburg 

419 

22 50 

Kedron 

340 

21 00 

Oregon 

420 

72 75 

Pull Moon 

341 

47 25 

W ashburn 

421 

27 00 

Summerfield 

342 

10 50 

Landmark 

422 

201 00 

Wenona 

344 

30 75 

Lanark 

423 

51 00 

Milled geville 

345 

43 50 

Exeter 

424 

26 25 

N. D. Morse 

346 

10 50 

Scott ville 

426 

34 50 

Sidney 

347 

40 50 

Red Bud 

427 

18 75 

Russellville 

348 - 

16 50 

Sunbeam 

428 

33 00 

Sublette 

349 

15 75 

Chebanse ; 

429 

39 75 

Fairview 

350 

37 50 

Kendrick 

430 

27 75 

Tarbolton 

351 

63 75 

Summit 

431 

15 75 

Grovel and 

352 

15 75 

Murrayville 

432 

18 00 

Kinderhook 

353 

17 25 

Annawan 

433 

21 50 

Ark and Anchor 

354 

50 25 

Makanda 

434 

42 75 

Marine 

355 

26 25 

Philo 

436 

49 50 

Hermitage 

356 

53 25 

Chicago 

437 

250 50 

Orion 

358 

17 25 

Camargo 

440 

36 75 

B 1 a ckherry 

359 

44 25 

Spa rl and 

441 

33 75 






Princeville 

360 

43 50 

Casey 

442 

39 00 

Douglas 

361 

27 75 

Hampshire 

443 

35 25 

Noble 

362 

45 00 

Cave-in-Rock 

444 

21 00 

Hnreb 

363 

58 50 

Chesterfield 

445 

33 00 

Tonica 

364 

46 50 

Watseka 

446 

81 75 

Bement 

365 

48 00 

S. D. Monroe 

447 

13 50 

Areola 

366 

81 00 

Yates City 

448 

30 00 

Oxford 

367 

27 75 

Mendon. . . 

449 

44 25 

Jefferson 

368 

18 75 

Loami 

450 

45 00 

Newman 

369 

52 50 

Bromwell 

451 

46 50 

Livingston 

371 

50 25 

New Hartford 

453 

33 00 

Chambersburg 

373 

18 00 

Maroa 

454 

75 00 

Shabbona 

374 

29 25 

Irving 

455 

13 50 

Aroma ... . 

378 

10 50 

Nokomis 

456 

33 00 

Payson 

379 

49 50 

Blazing Star 

458 

22 50 

Liberty 

380 

19 50 

Jeffersonville 

460 

30 75 

Gill 

382 

17 25 

Plain view 

461 

26 25 

LaMoille 

383 

15 00 

Tremont 

462 

26 25 
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LODGES. 

NO. 

DUES. 

Palmyra 

461 

$ 41 25 

Denver 

464 

21 75 

Huntsville 

465 

18 00 

Cobden 

466 

39 00 

South Macon 

467 

64 50 

Cheney’s Grove 

468 

33 75 

McLean 

469 

55 50 

Rantoul 

470 

41 25 

Kendall 

471 

42 75 

Amity 

472 

63 00 

Gordon 

473 

9 75 

Columbia 

474 

21 00 

Walshville 

475 

13 50 

Manito 

476 

24 00 

Rutland 

477 

24 00 

Pleiades 

478 

300 00 

Wyoming 

479 

48 75 

Momence 

481 

55 50 

Lexington 

482 

24 00 

Edgewood 

484 

23 25 

Xenia 

485 

18 75 

Bowen 

486 

43 50 

Andrew Jackson 

487 

20 25 

Clay City 

488 

42 75 

Cooper 

489 

29 25 

Shannon 

490 

26 25 

Martin 

491 

17 25 

Liberty ville 

492 

55 50 

Tower Hill 

493 

30 75 

Stone Fort 

495 

51 75 

Tennessee 

496 

15 75 

Alma 

497 

22 50 

Murphysboro 

498 

87 00 

St. Paul 

500 

66 75 

Stark 

501 

18 75 

Woodhull 

502 

30 00 

Odin 

503 

21 00 

East St. Louis 

504 

85 50 

Meridian Sun 

505 

34 50 

0. H. Miner 

506 

35 25 

Home 

508 

288 00 

Parkersburg 

509 

19 50 

J. D. Moody 

510 

13 50 

Wade-Barney 

512 

88 50 

Bradford 

514 

31 50 

Andalusia 

516 

24 00 

Litchfield 

517 

36 75 

Abraham Lincoln 

518 

30 00 

Roseville 

519 

26 25 

Anna 

520 

46 50 

Illiopolis 

521 

42 00 

Monitor 

522 

159 75 

Chatham 

523 

31 50 

Evans 

524 

228 00 

Delia 

525 

14 25 

Covenant 

526 

504 75 

Rossville 

527 

57 00 

Minooka 

528 

34 50 

Adams 

529 

32 25 

Maquon 

530 

30 75 

Ashton 

531 

32 25 

Seneca 

532 

33 00 

Altamont 

533 

15 75 

Cuba 

534 

68 25 

Sherman 

535 

36 00 

Plainfield 

536 

77 25 

J. R. Gorin 

537 

43 50 


LODGES. 

NO. 

DUES. 

Lockport 

538 

$ 60 75 

Chatsworth 

539 

22 50 

Harlem 

540 

181 50 

Sigel 

541 

17 25 

Towanda 

542 

11 25 

Cordova 

543 

16 50 

Virginia 

544 

39 75 

Valley 

547 

37 50 

Sharon 

550 

49 50 

Long Point 

552 

18 00 

Plum River 

554 

74 25 

Humboldt 

5 5 

43 50 

Dawson 

556 

43 50 

Lessing 

557 

75 75 

Leland 

558 

26 25 

Thomson 

559 

24 75 

Madison 

560 

18 00 

Trinity 

562 

38 25 

Winslow 

564 

20 25 

Pleasant Hill 

565 

22 50 

Albany 

566 

43 50 

Frankfort 

567 

27 75 

Time 

569 

20 25 

Jacksonville 

570 

81 00 

Bardolph 

572 

21 75 

Gardner 

573 

39 75 

Pera 

574 

26 25» 

C apron 

575 

38 25 

O’Fallon 

576 

23 25 

Viola 

577 

30 00 

Prairie City 

578 

15 00 

Hazel Dell 

580 

23 25 

Dongola 

581 

17 25 

Shirley 

582 

32 25 

Highland 

583 

25 50 

Vesper 

584 

130 50 

Fisher 

585 

22 50 

Princeton 

587 

96 00 

Troy 

588 

25 50 

Fairmount 

590 

36 00 

Gilman 

591 

27 75 

Fieldon 

592 

17 25 

Miles Hart 

595 

27 75 

Cerro Gordo 

600 

59 25 

Farina 

601 

33 75 

Watson 

602 

26 25 

Clark 

603 

33 00 

Hebron 

604 

36 00 

Streator 

607 

111 75 

Piper 

608 

39 75 

Sheldon 

609 

36 75 

Union Park 

610 

263 25 

Lincoln Park 

611 

342 00 

Rock River 

612 

114 00 

Patoka 

613 

42 00. 

Forest 

614 

44 25 

Wadley 

616 

29 25 

Milan 

617 

43 50 

Basco 

618 

19 50 

Berwick 

619 

10 50 

New Hope 

620 

18 00 

Hopedale 

622 

39 00 

Locust 

623 

18 00 

Union 

627 

21 00 

Tuscan 

630 

27 00 

Norton 

631 

40 50 

Ridge Farm 1 

632 

53 25 
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NO. 

DUES. 

Fi. F. W. Ellis 

633 

$ 68 25 
15 00 

Buckley 

634 

Rochester 

635 

21 75 


636 

37 50 


639 

180 75 

Comet 

641 

30 75 

Apollo 

642 

237 00 

D. C. Cregier 

643 

205 50 

Oblong City 

644 

27 00 


645 

22 50 

Somonank 

646 

54 00 

Blueville 

647 

24 00 

Camden 

648 

36 00 

Atwood . 

651 

44 25 

Greenview 

653 

28 50 

Yorktown 

655 

39 00 


656 

45 00 


657 

12 75 


658 

84 00 

Lambert 

659 

112 50 

Grand Chain 

660 

21 00 


662 

85 50 

Phoenix 

663 

24 00 

Mayo 

664 

22 50 

Greenland 

665 

15 75 

Crawford 

666 

15 00 

Erie 

667 

24 00 

Burnt Prairie 

668 

24 75 

Herder 

669 

124 50 

Fillmore 

670 

54 75 

Eddyville 

Normal 

672 

673 

21 00 
42 75 

Waldeck 

674 

118 50 
53 25 

Pawnee 

675 

A. O. Fay 

676 

47 25 

Enfield 

677 

40 50 

Illinois City 

679 

12 00 

Clement 

680 

24 00 

Morrisonville 

681 

24 00 

Blue Mound 

682 

50 25 

Burnside 

Gallatia 

683 

684 

53 25 
14 25 

Rio . 

685 

51 75 

Garfield 

686 

336 75 

Orangeville 

687 

37 50 

Clifton 

688 

26 25 

Englewood 

690 

334 50 
9 75 

Iola 

691 

Raymond 

692 

37 50 

Herrin’s Prairie 

693 

24 00 

Shiloh Hill 

695 

19 50 

Belle Rive 

696 

15 75 

Richard Cole 

697 

219 75 

Hutton 

698 

41 25 

Pleasant Plains 

700 

2 1 75 

Temple Hill 

701 

16 50 

Alexandria. 

702 

39 75 

Braidwood 

704 

112 50 

Ewing 

705 

11 25 

Joppa 

706 

18 00 

Star 

709 

67 50 

Farmer City 

710 

50 25 

Providence 

711 

50 25 

Collinsville 

712 

30 00 

Johnsonville 

713 

33 00 

Newtown 

714 

46 50 

Elvaston 

715 

15 75 


LODGES. 

NO. 

DUES. 

Calumet 

716 

$ 95 25 

Arcana 

717 

195 75 

May 

718 

21 75 

Chapel Hill 

719 

27 75 

Rome 

721 

13 50 

Walnut 

722 

34 50 

Omaha 

723 

28 50 

Chandlerville 

724 

30 75 

Rankin 

725 

43 50 

Golden Rule 

726 

237 00 

Raritan- 

727 

18 00 

Waterman 

728 

27 00 

Lake Creek 

729 

15 00 

Eldorado 

730 

28 50 

Harbor 

731 

144 75 

Carman 

732 

29 25 

Gibson 

733 

60 75 

Morning Star 

734 

138 00 

Sheridan 

735 

41 25 

Arrowsmith 

737 

21 75 

Sullivan Center 

738 

41 25 

Lakeside 

739 

159 00 

New Holland 

741 

15 75 

Danvefs 

742 

23 25 

Scott Land 

743 

12 75 

Goode 

744 

19 50 

Winnebago 

745 

16 50 

Weldon 

746 

32 25 

Centennial.... 

747 

34 50 

Alta 

748 

42 75 

Akin 

749 

24 00 

Lyndon 

750 

23 25 

Loundsbury 

751 

37 50 

Allendale 

752 

15 00 

Ogden 

754 

54 00 

Pre-emption 

755 

43 50 

Hardinsville.. 

756 

14 25 

Verona 

757 

27 75 

Mystic Star 

758 

175 50 

Hickory Hill. 

759 

27 75 

Sibley 

761 





Van Meter 

762 

24 75 

Crete 

763 

27 75 

Sullivan 

764 

55 50 

Palace 

765 

145 50 

Littleton 

766 

18 75 

Triluminar 

767 

102 75 

Mizpah 

768 

285 75 

St. Elmo 

769 

29 25 

LaGrange 

770 

93 00 

Bay City 

771 

15 00 

New Burnside 

772 

16 50 

Mansfield 

773 

25 50 

Lake View 

774 

147 00 

Grand Crossing 

776 

57 00 

Ravenswood 

777 

147 00 

Gurney 

778 

27 00 

Wright’s Grove 

779 

111 75 

Siloam 

780 

153 00 

Colchester 

781 

45 75 

Potomac 

782 

28 50 

Constantia 

783 

66 75 

Beacon Light 

784 

33 75 

Stanford 

785 

12 00 

Riverton Union 

786 

41 25 

Morris 

787 

38 25 

Lerna 

788 

26 25 
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lodge dues for the year 1898 — Continued. 


LODGES. 

NO. 

DUES. 

Auburn Park 

789 

$ 143 25 

Pittsfield 

790 

61 50 

Broadlands 

791 

27 00 

Calhoun 

792 

45 75 

A. T. Darrah 

793 

21 75 

Tadmor 

794 

15 00 

Myrtle 

795 

69 00 

E. M. Hus ted 

796 

43 50 

Normal Park 

797 

202 50 

Sidell 

798 


Colfax 

799 

34 50 

Kenwood 

800 

137 25 

Sangamon 

801 

26 25 

Williamson 

803 

22 50 

Neponset 

803 

26 25 

Kensington 

804 

66 75 

S. M. Dalzell 

805 

62 25 

Nebo 

806 

27 75 

Royal 

807 

15 00 

Cornland 

808 

12 75 

Gillham 

809 

27 <0 

Tracy 

810 

42 75 

Melvin 

811 

13 50 

DeLand 

812 

15 75 

Humboldt Park 

813 

76 50 

Ohio 

814 

21 00 

Lawn 

815 

51 00 

Ridgway 

816 

28 50 

Creal Springs 

817 

37 50 

Ben Hur 

818 

75 00 

Columbian 

819 

69 00 

Henderson 

820 

36 75 


LODGES. 


New Canton 

Belknap 

Pearl 

Grove 

Arthur 

Mazon 

Sequoit 

Edgar 

Rockfort 

Findlay 

Magic City 

Dean 

Toledo 

Triple 

Windsor Park.. .. 

Hindsboro 

Charity 

Berwyn 

Alto Pass 

Woodlawn Park. 

Fides 

Park 

Hopewell 

Martinton 

Bluffs 

Stronghurst 

London 

Palestine 

Austin 

Chicago Heights. 

Gothic 

Latham 


NO. 

DUES. 

821 

$ 28 50 

822 

22 50 

823 

39 00 

824 

42 75 

825 

21 75 

826 

37 50 

827 

27 75 

829 

21 00 

830 

24 75 

831 

24 75 

832 

39 75 

833 

24 75 

834 

36 00 

835 

28 50 

836 

63 00 

837 

26 25 

838 

25 50 

839 

44 25 

840 

17 25 

841 

90 00 

842 

39 75 

843 

100 50 

844 

20 25 

845 

12 75 

846 

13 50 

847 

25 50 

848 

14 25 

849 

15 00 

850 

84 00 

851 

22 50 

852 

19 50 

853 

12 00 


DUES PRECEDING YEARS. 


LODGES. 

NO. 

DUES. 

LODGES. 

NO. 

DUES. 

Barry 

34 

$ 67 50 

Loami 

450 

$ 75 

Temple 

46 

75 

Blazing Star 

458 

24 75 

Roscoe 

75 

75 

Edgewood 

484 

24 75 

Geneva 

139 

75 

Liberty ville 

492 

1 50 

Wayne 

172 

75 

J. R. Gorin 

537 

2 25 

Abingdon 

185 

75 

Capron 

575 

75 

Herrick 

193 

75 

Good Hope 

617 

75 

Avon Harmony 

253 

2 25 

San Jose 

645 

75 

Dounelson 

255 

1 50 

Pawnee 

675 

75 

Illinois 

263 

75 

Chapel Hill 

719 

5 25 

Princeville 

360 

1 50 

Raritan 

727 

27 00 

Noble 

362 

45 75 

Akin 

749 

75 

Blair 

393 

1 50 

Sibley 

761 

21 75 

Shiloh 

397 

3 00 

New Burnside 

772 

18 00 

Buda 

399 

3 00 

Henderson 

820 

75 

Hesperia 

411 

75 




Hampshire 

443 

5 25 



$ 267 75 
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DUES FROM LODGES U. D. 

September 1, 1898, Brighton Park $ 17 25 

“ “ King Oscar 17 25 

Total $ 34 50 

DISPENSATION FEES. 

Brighton Park Lodge, U. D $100 00 

King Oscar Lodge, U. D 100 00 

West Gate Lodge, U. D 100 00 

Total $300 00 

RECAPITULATION. 

Dues collected previous to 1896 $ 8 25 

Dues collected for 1896 7 50 

Dues collected for 1897 252 00 

Dues collected for 1898 40,077 00 

Dues collected from Lodges U. D 34 50 

Special Dispensations by Grand Master 117 00 

Dispensations for Lodges U. D 300 00 

Grand Lodge By-laws sold 25 75 

Books of Ceremonials sold 20 50 

Grand Lodge Proceedings sold 6 75 

Total... $40,849 25 

CHARITY FUND. 

Defunct Lodge Jewels sold $ 200 

Dues from Defunct Lodges 58 85 

Certifying Diplomas 59 00 

Dividend on Temple Stock 20 00 

Unexpended balance of fund contributed by 

333 lodges for aid of Mrs. Frances McLane 321 85 

Total $ 461 70 

Grand Total $41,310 95 

EEP0ET— Committee on Correspondence. 

M. W. Bro. Joseph Robbins presented his report on corre- 
spondence, which was received and ordered printed with 
the proceeding’s. It will be found in the latter part of the 
proceedings. 
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INVITATIONS. 

M.W. Bro. Leroy A. Goddard extended an invitation to 
the brethren to visit Garden City Lodge and witness work 
in the third degree. 

The Grand Secretary read an invitation from Golden 
Rule Lodge No. 726, to visit their lodge Tuesday evening 
and witness work in the third degree. 

R.W. Bro. Wiley M. Egan, at the request of the Secre- 
tary of the Board of Trade, extended a cordial invitation 
to the Officers and Representatives of the Grand Lodge, to 
visit the sessions of the Board of Trade at any time. 


INTKODUCTION— Of W. Bro. Martin Collins. 

W. Bro. George Stadler: —M. W. Grand Master: I have the 
honor of introducing to you W. Bro. Martin Collins, Representative 
of this Grand Lodge, near the Grand Lodge of Missouri. 

The M.W. Grand Master: — Brother Collins: I am glad to greet you 
here in our Grand Lodge. We are always glad to see any of our breth- 
ren from across the river, and we are very glad, indeed, that you did 
not get “swamped” on your passage, but that you came over the bridge, 
or through the muddy river, or in some way got here. 

Brethren of the Grand Lodge, let me introduce you to W. Brother 
Collins, of Missouri, our Representative near that Grand Lodge. You 
will unite with me in according to that grand jurisdiction the honors 
of Masonry. 

W. Brother Collins:— 31. W. Grand Master and the 31. W. Grand 
Lodge of Illinois: Words, indeed, fail me to thank you for the kind, 
warm reception you have given your Grand Representative from the 
other side of the “bridge.” I have been honored by the M.W. Grand 
Lodge of the State of Illinois for more than thirty years as its Rep- 
resentative, and it is very gratifying to me, M.W. Grand Master, that 
I have the opportunity today to visit your most Grand Body, and it is 
due to the kind invitation that I have received from Past Grand Mas- 
ter Goddard to beat his hospitable home this evening. 

Since I have been your Representative, I am happy to say nothing 
has occurred to prevent our saying “how good and how pleasant it is 
for brethren to dwell together in unity.” The kind, noble, and fra- 
ternal feeling which should exist in the heart of every Mason has 
existed between the M.W. Grand Lodge of Illinois and the M.W. 
Grand Lodge of Missouri, and I hope and pray that as long as our 
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kind Father shall spare our lives that feeling and fraternal, social, 
and kind expression will continue to exist. 

Again, M.W. Grand Master, I thank you, sincerely, and the breth- 
ren, for the honor you have conferred upon me to represent you near 
the Grand Lodge of the State of Missouri for so many, many years, 
and if it pleases you and your successor, and our Heavenly Father, 
I hope to represent you for the next fifty years to come. 


EEPOET— Committee on G-rand Master’s Address. 

R.W. Bro. Wm. E. Ginther submitted the following re- 
port from the Committee on Grand Master’s Address, which, 
on motion, was adopted: 

To the M. W. Grand Lodge A.F. & A. M. of Illinois. 

Your Committee on Grand Master’s Address beg leave to report 
and recommend that the several matters therein contained be referred 
to the following committees: 

On Obituaries, all pertaining to necrology. 

On lodges U.D., the records of Brighton Park and King Oscar 
lodges U.D. 

On Finance, all under the caption of Washington Memorial and 
the expense for a trial ordered by the Grand Master and conducted 
by Tyrian Lodge No. 333 and permanent members. 

On Jurisprudence, the Grand Master’s recommendation concern- 
ing “District Deputy Grand Masters,” “Trial Board,” and “Apple 
River Lodge.” 

On Appeals and Grievances, any further action necessary in the 
case of the Worshipful Master of Ohio Lodge No. 814. 

Your committee further recommends that the acts of the Grand 
Master as detailed under the heads of “Lodges Constituted,” “Dupli- 
cate Charters,” “Removal of Lodges,” “Lodge Halls Dedicated,” 
“Corner Stones,” “Grand Lodge Officers Installed,” “Representatives 
Near Other Grand Lodges,” “Deputy Grand Lecturers,” “Deputy 
Grand Secretary,” “Special Dispensations,” “Glenn Insurance,” Re- 
lief,” “Shawneetown,” “The Schools,” “Work,” “Work in German,” 
and Apollo Lodge case be approved. 

In this connection your committee desires to emphasize the M.W. 
Grand Master’s expressions of displeasure at the use of robes, uni- 
forms, military drills, stage settings, theatrical scenes, inappropriate 
music, and other superfluous appliances and paraphernalia. It is quite 
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clear that in addition to the strong and pertinent objections men- 
tioned and urged by the Grand Master such things draw the mind 
away from the contemplation of the principles evolved and taught in 
the work to a fleeting and external show, and thus occupy the mind 
with matters of but little consequence while the principles are likely 
to be imperfectly apprehended if not entirely overlooked. 

We therefore recommend that his position with reference to these 
matters be approved. 

Your committee further recommends that the Committee on 
Charity be authorized to continue the regular remittance for the re- 
lief of P.G.M. Harrison Dills, and that the relief of the Shawneetown 
sufferers, Mrs. Sarah A. Hough, and R. W. Bro. Rodney Ashley, be ap- 
proved. 

Your special attention is invoked at this point to the cautious and 
watchful course which the Grand Master reports that he has found 
expedient to pursue before sanctioning appeals for aid, especially to 
what he has to say with reference to such appeals from outside the 
jurisdiction of this Grand Lodge, to the end that his timely caution 
to the lodges may be followed by the best results. 

Your committee further recommend that the Grand Master’s re- 
newal of his predecessor’s recommendation to erase the name and 
number of Mechanicsburg Lodge No. 299 from the roll of lodges be 
adopted, and that the same action be had upon his recommendation 
to make the arrest of the charter of Moscow Lodge No. 457, perma- 
nent and erase its name and number. 

The address shows an unusual amount of labor and care performed 
during the year just closed; and yet the M.W. Grand Master says it 
has been the happiest year of his life. It is pleasant to speculate 
upon the pleasure and happy experiences which he must thus have 
brought to many hearts among the surroundings of his exalted and 
expanded sphere. 

Your committee note with patriotic pride the recognition of our 
country’s glory. It is no small thing for any nation to be made the 
providential instrument, which frees other peoples from the blighting 
curse of mental and spiritual domination. And no shallow intellect 
nor narrow heart can grasp this truth nor eulogize the new humanity 
of the world as felicitously and touchingly as is done in the appar- 
ently simple words at the opening and close of this address. 

All of which is fraternally submitted. 

WM. E. GINTHER, 

CHAS. H. MARTIN, 

R. A. YOUNGBLOOD. 
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MOTION— Proceed with Election. 

M. W. Bro. Joseph Robbins moved that the Grand Lodge 
now proceed to the election of officers for the ensuing - year, 
which was carried. 

The Grand Master announced that the District Deputy 
Grand Masters would act as distributing tellers, and the 
following brethren as counting tellers: 

Bros. C. M. Forman, Walter Watson, D. D. Hunt, Jacob Krohn, 
Daniel J. Avery, S. S. Borden, E. A. Vaughn. 


REPOET— Committee on Credentials. 

R. W. Bro. James I. McClintock presented the following 
report from the Committee on Credentials, which, on motion* 
was adopted: 

To the M. W. Grand Lodge of Illinois, A. F. and A. M.: 

Your Committee on Credentials fraternally report that the fol- 
lowing brethren, whose names appear in this report, are present and 
entitled to seats in this Grand Lodge. 

All of which is fraternally submitted, 

JAMES I. McCLINTOCK, 

P. W. BARCLAY, 

R. R. JAMPOLIS, 

Committee. 

Chicago, October 4, A.D. 1898, A.L. 5898. 
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GRAND OFFICERS. 


M.W. Edward Cook 

R.W. Charles F. Hitchcock. 
R.W. George M. Moulton. . 
R.W. William B. Wright. . . 

R.W. Wiley M. Egan 

R.W. J. H. O. Dill . 

R.W. and Rev. A. M. White. . 

R.W. John C. Smith 

W. G. A. Stadler 

W. Joseph D. Everett 

W. Cicero J. Lindley 

W. Walter Watson 

W. Adam Ortseifen 

W. C. E. Allen 

W. Haswell C. Clarke 

W. W. W. Watson 

W. J. S. McClelland 

W. G. W. Hamilton 

W. Samuel Coffinberry 

Bro. R. R. Stevens 


. Grand Master. 

.Deputy Grand Master. 

. Senior Grand Warden. 

, Junior Grand Warden. 
.Grand Treasurer. 

Grand Secretary. 

. Grand Chaplain. 

. Grand Orator. 

. Geputy Grand Secretary. 
Grand Pursuivant. 

. Grand Marshal. 

Grand Standard Bearer. 

. Grand Sword Bearer. 

. Senior Grand Deacon. 
.Junior Grand Deacon. 
Grand Steward. 

Grand Steward. 

Grand Steward. 

. Grand Steward. 

, Grand Tyler. 


PAST GRAND OFFICERS. 


M.W. Joseph Robbins 

M.W. John C. Smith 

M.W. John M. Pearson 

M.W. Daniel M. Browning.. 
M.W. Monroe C. Crawford. 

M.W. Leroy A. Goddard 

M.W. Owen Scott 

R.W. Asa W. Blakesley 

R.W. Henry C. Cleaveland. 
R.W. W. H. Turner 


Past Grand Master. 

, Past Grand Master. 
Past Grand Master. 
Past Grand Master. 
Past Grand Master. 
Past Grand Master. 
Past Grand Master. 

, Past Senior G. Warden. 
. Past Senior G. Warden. 
. Past Junior G. Warden. 


DISTRICT DEPUTY GRAND MASTERS. 


R.W. Wellman M. Burbank First District. 

R.W. Herbert Preston Sccoiid District. 

R.W. M. Bates Iott Third District. 

R.W. Luman T. Hoy Fourth District. 

R.W. Jacob Krohn .Fifth District. 

R.W. C. E. Grove Sixth District. 
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R.W. D. D. Hunt 

R.W. John B. Fithian 

K. W. Frederick E. Hoberg . . 

R.W. T. Van Antwerp 

R.W. Henry C. Cleaveland 

R.W. O. F. Kirkpatrick 

R.W. S. G. Jarvis 

R.W. Louis Zinger 

R.W. Delmar D. Darrah — 

R.W. W. H. McClain 

R.W. Robert L. McKinlay.. 
R.W. Charles F. Tenney. . . 

R.W. R. D. Lawrence 

R.W. A. P. Grout 

R.W. W. O. Butler 

R.W. Alexander H. Bell... 

R.W. Hugh A. Snell 

R.W. W. H. Lathrop 

R.W. C. Rohrbough 

R.W. H. T. Burnap 

R.W. James Douglass 

R.W. J. M. Burkhart. . . .* 

R.W. H. T. Goddard 

R.W. J. M. Jones 


Seventh District. 

Eighth District . 

Ninth District. 

Tenth District . 

Eleventh District. 

, Twelfth District. 
Thirteenth District. 
.Fourteenth District. 

. Fifteenth District. 

. Sixteenth District. 

, Seventeenth District. 
.Eighteenth District. 

, Nineteenth District. 

. Twentieth District. 

. Twenty-first District. 

. Twenty-second District. 

. Twenty-third District. 

. Twenty-fourth District. 

. Twenty-fifth District. 

. Tiventy- sixth District. 

. Twenty-seventh District. 
. Twenty-eighth District. 

. Twenty-ninth District. 

. Thirtieth District. 


REPRESENTATIVES OF OTHER GRAND LODGES. 


Monroe C. Crawford 
Roswell T. Spencer. 

Loyal L. Munn 

Wiley M. Egan 

John C. Smith 

John C. Smith — 

Wm. M. Burbank 

Charles H. Patton.. 

Wiley M. Egan 

George M. Moulton.. 
Leroy A. Goddard... 

Jacob Krohn 

M. Bates Iott 

Joseph E. Dyas 

Eugene L. Stoker 

G. A. Stadler 

A. B. Ashley 


. Arizona. 
.Arkansas. 

. British Columbia. 
. Canada. 

. England. 

Florida. 

. Idaho. 

.Indian Territory. 
. Ireland. 

. Kansas. 

. Louisiana. 

. Manitoba. 
.Maryland. 

. Michigan. 

. Minnesota. 

. Missouri. 

. Montana. 
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John C. Smith Nevada. 

Wm. B. Grimes New Jersey. 

Walter A. Stevens New York. 

Edward C. Pace North Carolina. 

John M. Pearson New Zealand. 

S. S. Chance Ohio. 

F. W. Havill Oregon. 

Joseph Robbins Scotland. 

Charles H. Patton South Carolina. 

R. L. McKinlay South Dakota. 

Haswell C. Clarke Tennessee. 

Edward Cook Texas. 

Owen Scott Utah. 

Daniel M. Browning Virginia. 

Gil W. Barnard Wisconsin. 


COMMITTEES. 

Masonic Jurisprudence. 

John M. Pearson.. Godfrey. 

John C. Smith Chicago. 

Owen Scott Bloomington. 


Appeals and Grievances. 


Monroe C. Crawford Jonesboro. 

Joseph E. Dyas Paris. 

Wm. S. Cantrell Benton. 

Eugene L. Stoker Evanston. 

A. H. Bell Carlinville. 


Chartered Lodges. 


Loyal L. Munn Freeport. 

Frank W. Havill Mt. Carmel. 

James L. Scott Mattoon. 

T. K. Byers Altona. 

Thos. W. Wilson Springfield. 


Masonic Correspondence. 


Joseph Robbins, 


Quincy. 


Finance. 


Leroy A. Goddard Chicago. 

Samuel W. Waddle Bloomington. 

Gil. W. Barnard Chicago. 
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Lodges Tinder Dispensation. 


Chas. H. Patton, 
Saml. S. Chance. 
Daniel. J. Avery. 
H. C. Mitchell... 
C. J. Reuter 


.Mt. Vernon. 
.Salem. 
.Chicago. 
.Carbondale. 
Lebanon. 


Petitions. 


C. M. Forman Chester. 

A. W. Blakesley Quincy. 

Ben. Hagle Louisville. 


Obituaries. 

L. C. Waters 

Geo. W. Cyrus 

W. J. Frisbee 


.Chicago. 
Camp Point. 
Bushnell. 


Grand Master's Address. 

Wm. E. Ginther Charleston. 

Chas. H. Martin Laurenceville. 

R. A. Youngblood Benton. 


Credentials. 


J. I. McClintock Carmi. 

P. W. Barclay Cairo. 

R. R. Jampolis Austin. 


Mileage and Per Diem. 


John A. Ladd Sterling. 

Ed. L. Wahl Vandalia. 

E. C. Pace Ashley. 


Bailroads and Transportation. 

J. O. Clifford Wheaton. 

John Whitley Englewood. 


To Examine Visitors. 


W. B. Grimes.. . . 
A. B. Ashley. . . 

J. E. Evans 

Jno. W. Rose. . . 
James R. Ennis 


Pittsfield. 

.La Grange. 

. Monticello. 
.Litchfield. 
Burnt Prairie. 


wu. 

1 

2 

3 

4 

7 

8 

9 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

19 

20 

23 

24 

25 

26 

27 

29 

31 

33 

34 

35 

36 

37 

38 

39 

40 

42 

43 

44 

45 

46 

47 

48 

49 

50 

51 

52 

53 

55 

57 

58 

59 

60 

61 

63 

64 

65 

66 

67 

69 

71 

72 

74 

75 

76 

77 

78 

79 
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REPRESENTATIVES OF LODGES. 


NAMES. 

NO. 

NAMES. 

George W. Good 

....S. W. 

80 

Charles Richert 

George A. Bourland*. . . 

.. W.M. 

81 

J. P. Hausan 

John R. Davis 

“ 

84 

John Killough 

Jacob Frisch 


85 

J. D. Strait 

E. A. Bartholomew 


86 

Abram Brown 

J. W. Carter 

“ 

87 

P. H. Oyler 

W I. Larash 

“ 

88 

M. A. Terry 

Herman Grossman 

. . . . “ 

89 

W. D. Abney 

J. C. Hart 

“ 

90 

Herman Felsenheld 

T. B. Allen 

....s. w. 

91 

James L. Elliott 

F. L. Tompkins 

. . . J. w. 

92 

C. Brown 

A. L. Kirk 

...s. w. 

93 

U. J. Overman 

Robert E. Johnson 

“ 

95 

Marian Buchanan 

F. E. Blane 

....W.M. 

96 

D. F. Stevens 

Willard C. Hamilton 

“ 

97 

J. M. Saucerman 

Joseph B. Roach 

.... “ 

98 

E. S. Waring 

James A. Farmer 

“ 

99 

E G. Hill 

W. H. Marsh 

“ 

100 

Wm. Pregellas 

Fred W. Field 

“ 

102 

John Barker 

Adam W. Reed 

“ 

103 

E. R. Spencer 

Fred W. Soady 

“ 

104 

J. R. McGuire 

Allen C. Tanner* 

“ 

105 

M. L. McDonough 

Frank T. Wyatt 

....s. w. 

106 

G. M. Saylor 

H. L. Langerhans 

“ 

108 

E. S. Klinefelter 

C. C. Webb 

. . . W.M. 

109 

A. McDonald 

W. E. Ginther* 

....S.W. 

110 

John H. Cook 

Frank Fraser 

W.M. 

111 

Will L. Lingle 

D. Q. Webster 

“ 

112 

A. C. Vedder 

W. S. Mathews 

. . J. w. 

113 

E. J. Glancey 

Henry Ohlschlager 

.. ..W.M. 

114 

James Barnett 

W. D. Fullerton 

li 

115 

Rob F. Madden 

Wm. K. Stewart* 

... S.W. 


I. A. Fenlon 

Ferdinand Much 


116 

C. McCurdy 

John B. Lennon* 

.... J. w. 

117 

Wm. Mosedale 

E. A. Perry 

....W.M. 

118 

F. R. Smedley 

J. C. Johnson 

. . . . S. W. 

119 

O. P. Carroll .• 

Fred H. Farrand 

....W.M. 

122 

E. A. Fish 

James A. Smith 

“ 

123 

W. S. Wilson, Jr 

J. W. Hood 

“ 

124 

D. Nickel 

W. P. Lillibridge 

“ 

125 

Wm. F. Shade 

R. H Hinman 

“ 

126 

H. W. Toennigs 

Louis Hensler 

“ 

127 

David Murrie 

Amos Sawyer 

....S.W. 

128 

H. L. Burnett 

F. A. Nevill* 



John Glascock* 

E. J. Scarborough 


129 

Ralph Metcalf 

W. W. Watts* 

“ 

130 

J. W. Johnson 

D. J. Sears.. 

“ 

131 

Frank D Thomas 

R. Adkins 

S.W. 

132 

L. H. Rogers • 

George R. Merrell 

... .W.M. 

133 

H. Gasaway* 

Jerome H. Thomas* 

“ 

134 

Thomas M. Cliffe 

Richard H. Maxwell 


135 

O. P. Spencer* 

G. B. Richards 

“ 

136 

W. L. Bishop 

A. G. Orr 

“ 

137 

G. M. Schoemann 

E. E. Sargent 


138 

H. W. Richardson 

W. I. Peckenpaugh 

“ 

139 

F. M. Marsteller 

Louis F. Grube 

S.W. 


J. C. Strader 

Godfrey Blaser 

....W.M. 

140 

J. E. Glaihard 

George J. Barrett 

“ 

141 

Elmer E. Bast 

E. A. Dudenbostel* 

“ 


L. Alexander 

J. A. Darcus 

“ 


Thos. B. Bent 

J. M. Rhodes* 

“ 

142 

H. W. Booth 

Alex. C. Burgdorff 

J. w. 

143 

R. W. Overton 

G. M. Clinton* 

....W.M. 

144 

S. O. Vaughn* 

David Raeside 

<> 

145 

W. R. Winchester 

J. L. Brewster* 

J. w. 

146 

James E. Gray 

Samuel Sharp 

....W.M. 

147 

R. O. Meats 


.W.M. 


. W.M. 


.W.M. 


.W.M. 


.J. W. 


’roxy. 


NO. 

148 

149 

150 

151 

152 

153 

154 

155 

156 

157 

158 

159 

160 

161 

162 

164 

165 

166 

168 

169 

170 

171 

172 

173 

174 

175 

176 

177 

178 

179 

180 

182 

183 

185 

187 

188 

189 

190 

192 

193 

194 

195 

196 

197 

198 

199 

200 

201 

203 

204 

205 

206 

207 

208 

209 

210 

211 

212 

213 

214 

216 

217 

218 

219 


Grand Lodge of Illinois. 
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.] 


REPRESENTATIVES OF LODGES. 


NAMES. 


H. Brock Jones 

David L. Wright 

F. M. Simpson* 

Geo. H. Baker 

Andrew Steed 

W. A. Offill 

Buford Taylor 

R. R. Strickler 

J. T. Nattress 

Chas. M. Webber 

W. A. Cristy 

A. T. Boyle 

Eugene T. Pearce 

R. F. Morrow 

A. N. East 

Albert N. Little 

C. H. Turner 

I. S. Montgomery 

E. W. Scott* 

John F. Huffman 

John Templeton 

Geo. W. Bowersox 

S. A. Graham 

C. W. Buck 

John H. Rife* 


Jac. Scheidenhelm 

C. W. Lillie 

J. P. Johnson 

B. H. Lawson 

B. F. Ribelin 

August Torpe 

F. W. Thomson 

JohnP. Peabody 

P. H. Moloney* 

Jas. H. Donaldson 

J. S. Grove 

Edw. M. Clark 

H. Richards 

W. M. Anderson 

John Jackson 

M. A. Warren 

C. B. Ward 

W. R. Whitman 

Jas. M. Irwin .. 


M. J. Spencer 

Wm. H. Gilbert 

Jacob Peifer 

Otho L. Caldwell 

J. F. Shadwell 

T. H. Stetler 

Henry Sessel 

J. W. Haines 

Robert Van Der Bogart. 

J. L. Jackson 

Ralph H. Wheeler* 

Wm. L. McMahan 

Arthur C. Helm 

Ernst Brantigan 

Charles W. Connell* 

Joe Querbach 

D. R. Love* 

J. A. Gladson 

B. O. Manker 

M. J. Naphew 


NO. 


NAMES. 


.. ..W.M. 


,s. w. 

W.M. 


220 

221 

222 

226 

227 

228 

229 

230 

231 

232 

233 

234 

235 

236 

237 

238 

239 

240 

241 

243 

244 

245 

246 


“ 247 

. . . . 248 

“ 249 

“ 250 

“ 251 


.S. W. 
.W.M. 

.s. w. 

.W.M. 


252 

253 

254 

255 
257 
260 
261 
262 

263 

264 

265 

266 

267 

268 

269 

270 

271 


....S.W. 

....W.M. 


272 

273 

274 

275 

276 

277 

278 

279 

280 
282 
283 
285 


286 

287 

288 

291 

292 

293 I 


James M. Herriott 

John A. Tuthill 

J. H. Friedrich 

T. J. Vidler 

R. O’Farrall 

M. E. Foster 

L. C. Funk 

J. H. Graddy* 

P. A. Millard 

F. M. Jones 

B. F. Duncan 

T. H. Humphrey 

George M. Cummings 

Thos. F. Blankley 

William Franklin Gibson. . . 

Wesley C. Bridges 

Mark Wise 

Jos. P. Gulick 

J. F. Taylor 

Lawrence C. Johnson 

Delos A. Baxter* 

Ike Norman 

David Dunn 

S. A. Kuhn 

Herman A. Christians 

R. C. Chambers* 

F. W. Froelich 

Thos. S. Moore 

John W. Funk, Jr 

J. B. Rutledge* 

Geo. F. Dickson 

Julian Churchill 

Jas A. Raymond 

Charles H. Roemer* 

W. K. Worth en 

A. A. Lofgren 

W. S. Watts 


W. H. Eastman* 

A. W. Crawford 

F. V. Barnett 

Lucius M. Morrison.. . 

Chas. R. Chinn 

J C. Riser 

Frank T. Northrup . . . 
Zimri Smith 

G. A. M. Liljencrantz 

G. Stanley Fleet 

William P. Tuley 

F. P. Stillman 

John H. Helm 

J. A. Miller 

F. M. Fowler 

Wm. Schumaker 

Charles E. Morton 

J. F. Jarvis 

W. S. Brown 

A. L. Derr 

John H. Latham 

J. S. Olmstead 

William O. Tuck 

Frank Friedline 


C. W. Merrill 

J. M. Thrasher. . . 
H. A. Sturtevant. 


J. W- 
W.M. 


s. w. 

W.M. 

S. W. 
W.M. 


S. W. 
W.M. 


S. W. 
W.M. 

J. W. 
W.M. 
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NO. 

294 

295 

296 

297 

298 

301 

302 

303 

305 

306 

307 

308 

309 

310 

311 

312 

313 

314 

315 

316 

318 

319 

320 

321 

322 

323 

325 

327 

330 

331 

332 

333 

334 

335 

336 

33 / 

339 

340 

341 

342 

344 

345 

346 

347 

348 

349 

350 

351 

352 

353 

354 

355 

356 

358 

359 

360 

361 

362 

363 

364 

365 

366 


Proceedings of the 


[Oct. 4, 


REPRESENTATIVES OF LODGES. 


NAMES. 


Max Diamond* 

J. W. Satory 

Joseph W. Wall 

Isaac Cutter 

C. R. Wells 

Chas. H. Bark. 

W. E. Fyler 

Lewis P. Voss 

Elmer Hull* 

D. W. Knowlton* 

C. F. Banta 

M. L. Walker 

Chas. W. Roswell 

Fletcher S. Brainard* 

Philo L. Holland 

Edmund S. Moss 

Henry Werno* 

B. L. De Golyer 

Edw. S. Simmers 

Enos Kepler 

John A. Keller 

Robert Mosser 

William Sonntag 

Frank F. Butzow 

C. H. Morrell 

Harrie E. Watt 


Alex McKay 

I. H. Gilpin 

Wm. M. Hanna* 

Wm. M. Gregg 

A. A. Adkisson 

H. L. Weaver 

Alex. S. Jessup 

C. T. Morris 

M. Ashton Jones 

W. S. Hoopes 

August Pfeiffer 

O M. Fisher 

John H. Anderson 

A. G. Benson 

John W. Augur 

John T. Waggoner*. . . 
Christ Dettweiler 


T. P. Ruth 

P. R. Leonard 

Wm. Hays 

P. H. Lyons 

Chas. H. Ingals*. . 

Chas A. Cook 

C. S. Brydia 

Geo. F. Cleveland. 
Chas. S. Armour*. 
Chas. H. Stout.... 
J. H Pahlmann... 

H. J. Strawn 

Wm. Campbell... 
John W. Mowat . . . 
H. J. Cheesman... 

Peter W. Lill* 

Chas. E. Palmer. . 

M. H. Spence 

G. W. Greiner 

G. W. Poole 

T. L. Vradenburg 



NO. 

W.M. 

367 


368 

“ 

369 

“ 

371 

s. w. 

373 

W.M. 

374 

“ 

378 

“ 

379 

s. w. 

380 

W.M. 

382 

“ 

383 

“ 

384 

“ 

385 

“ 

386 

s. w. 

388 

W.M. 

389 

S. W. 

390 

J. W. 

391 

W.M. 

392 

“ 

393 

s. w. 


....W.M. 


“ 

394 

“ 

396 


397 

W.M. 

398 

“ 

399 

“ 

401 

“ 

402 

“ 

403 

“ 

404 

s. w. 

405 

W.M. 

406 

“ 

408 

“ 

410 

. . . . “ 

411 

s. w. 

412 

W.M. 

414 

“ 

415 

“ 

416 

“ 

417 


418 


419 

s. w. 

420 

W.M. 

421 

*• 

422 

....J. w. 


W.M. 

423 

“ 

424 

“ 

426 

“ 

427 

“ 

428 

s. w. 

429 

W.M. 

430 

“ 

431 

“ 

132 

“ 

433 

“ 

434 

“ 

436 

. . . . “ 

437 

« 

440 


NAMES. „ 


H. H. Roberts 

Cromwell West 

Denison Foster 

D. O. Root* 

A. Bovik 

Wm. A. Lidgard 

F. A. Frost 

J. C. Danforth 

Charles Bowles 

Jacob B. Wolfe 

Thos. Gibbs 

John Igon 

William Wilson 

G. W. Johnson 

B. F. Watson 

A. Lyons 

J. Bert Miller 

C. R. Mitchell 

G. W. Manley 

B. F. Roberts 

Geo. S. Haskell* 

E. F. Bunn 

Alfred Snoots 

Charles E. Miner 

A. N. Beals 

Charles Wilkins 

George Herger 

Myron M. Deiwert 

F. D. Webb 

Charles E Axt* 

F. C. Poust 

C. E. Walsh 

Edwin Meredith 

Sam C. Morrison 

Wm. Montgomery 

S. E. Lamb 

J. M. Schmitt 

A. H. McClurg 

H. R. Stewart 

John C. Meyer 

T. H. Briggs 

W. J. Burns 

Harry W. Mason* 

M. G. Blanchard 

Mark G. Stoneman 

D. M. Cover 

W. J. Emerson 

W. O. Ireland 

Isaac Banning 

Joseph W. Dostal 

A. W. Merrill 

C. E. Olmsted 

M. G. Leib 

P. F. Clark 

Henry Fohrell 

D. M. Baird 

B. E. Burroughs 

Harvey A. Williams 

Charles E. Tandy 

Walter Hanback 

Daniel Porter 

John A. Wiley 

John Schafer 

Max Schlesinger 

Max Subert 

Geo. A. Haines 


J. W. 
W.M. 


' jitc '^w ^ ^ 


441 

442 

443 

444 

445 

446 

447 

448 

449 

450 

451 

453 

454 

455 

456 

458 

460 

461 

462 

463 

464 

465 

466 

467 

468 

469 

470 

471 

472 

474 

475 

476 

477 

478 

479 

481 

482 

484 

485 

486 

487 

488 

489 

490 

491 

492 

493 

495 

496 

497 

498 

500 

501 

502 

503 

504 

505 

506 

508 

509 

510 

512 


Grand Lodge of Illinois. 




REPRESENTATIVES OF LODGES. 


NAMES. 


C. R. Condit 

L. F. Strockbine 

Frank Channing 

Robert H. Hill 

C. J. Beeby 

William H. Austin 
John C. Reynolds... 

W. M. Beale 

G. G. Lohr 

Arthur E. Washburn. 

E. C. Wa r son 

Geo. H. Ellis 

J. H. Sterling 

A. A. Rhinehart 

D. H. Zepp 

R. O. Clarida* 

C. N. Hambleton 

Arthur Boyle 

L. E. Roelofson 

T. J. Young 

P E. Long 

C. H. Phelps 

J. R. Phelps 

W. F. E. Lamer 

J. A. Combs 

A. T. Hardwick 

W. N. Ewing 

B. F. Yates 

John Fitzgerald 

Almond L. Hamilton. 

M. G. Nixon 

A. T Strange 

J. A. McComas 

Jonathan Wilson 

John C. Leppert 

William McArthur.., 
William H. Lewis .. 

J. B. Brown 

Victor T. Brassard 

John L. Langstaff*... 

Joseph Danks 

A. H. Porter 

J. M. Garner 

James Chadwell 

W. H. Graham 

P. A. Terhune 

W. W. Booth 

Merritt J. Platt 

R. W. Buckley 

J. L. Cannon 

J. H. Blackman 

James Knotts 

John Harris 

A. A. McGahey 

Joseph M. Grout 

John H. White 

B. F. Woolums 

B. F. Norris, sr 

W. P. Vaughn 

Edgar E. Stanbury . 
Henry S. Fry 

F. T. Stricklen 

L. S. Tenney 

William Parker 

J. A. Irwin 

George Latham 



No. 

s. w. 

514 

“ 

516 

W.M. 

517 

S. W. 

518 

W.M. 

519 

“ 

520 

, . . . “ 

521 

....s. w. 


“ 

522 

W.M. 

523 

t( 

524 

«< 

525 

*• 

526 

“ 

528 

“ 

529 

“ 

530 

“ 

531 

, . . . . “ 

532 

J. w. 

533 

....s. w. 

534 

“ 

535 

W.M. 

536 

“ 

537 

“ 

538 

“ 

539 

“ 

540 


541 

“ 

542 

....s. w. 




s. w. 

543 

J. w. 

544 

“ 

547 

“ 

550 

“ 

552 


554 

“ 

555 

“ 

556 

‘‘ 

557 

... “ 

558 

“ 

559 

“ 

560 

“ 

562 

“ 

564 

“ 

565 

“ 

566 

“ 

567 

, . . . “ 

569 

“ 

570 

“ 

572 

“ 

573 

“ 

574 

. . . . “ 

575 

s. w. 

576 

....J. w. 

577 

....W.M. 

578 

....s. w. 

580 

W.M. 

581 

. “ 

582 

“ 

583 

. ...s. w. 

584 


NAMES. 


William Weeks 

John D. Walton 

W. H. Tinklepaugh 

A. E. Billings 

W. A. Carr 

George L. Spire 

L. G. Metcalf 

H. M. Baldridge 

S. M. Garvey 

George F. Ringhoff 

J. M. Hederick 

Wilbur F. Green 

H. D. V. Simmons 

William T. Mason 

E. R. Cambridge 

Aaron Shubart 

William Bedford 

Stephen Benson 

C. F. Hurburgh 

William Vaughan 

C. H. R. Thomas 

Herman Van Huzen. . . 

George U. Grant 

George M. Heller 

J. S. Burns..., 

A. E. Mattinger 

G. W Hastings 

Charles G Chamberlin. 

Rudolph Fox 

Marshal L. Doty 

Marvin L. Jackson 

T. P. Mautz 

B. L. Heller 

B. F. McAfferty* 

Clerc Tilbury 

W. R. Freek 

R. H. Mann 

W. H. H. Dow 

J. B. Mackie 

W. S. Ramsay 

G. E. Schroeder 

Henry Bestman 

John McGinnis 

Philip Maas 

John F. Safeblade 

John H. Taylor 

Robert Alsop 

John A. Waugh 

M. J. Vanmatre 

H. C. McCartney 

James Hugunin 

J. A. Baken 

C. E. Bagby 

E. O. Mayer 

G. V. Booth 

F. H. Spiller 

William S. Watson 

Henry L. Puffer* 

Andrew Moone 

R. C. Pinkerton* 

G. B. Willan* 

W. R. Davis 

Jasper A. Dillow 

J. L. Douglas 

Louis J. Appel 

C. F. Barnett 


W.M. 


,S. W. 
J. W. 
W.M. 


... S. W. 


W.M. 


S. W. 


J. W. 
. W.M. 

'.S. W. 
.W.M. 

S.W. 
. J.W. 
.W.M. 


....S. W. 
!.. .W.M. 

.'.’..J. W. 


s. w. 

W.M. 

W.M. 
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Proceedings of the 


[Oct. 4, 


REPRESENTATIVES OF LODGES. 


KO. 

NAMES. 

NO. 

NAMES. 

585 

C. W. Coe 

W.M. 

667 

Seward A. Eddy 

, ...W.M. 

588 

Elias C. Burk 

S. W. 

668 

S. W. Cash 


590 

J. W. Wright 

W.M. 

669 

David J. Braun 

“ 

591 

D. W. Miller 

W.M. 

670 

E. H. Donaldson 

“ 


G. L. Harris* 

....S. W. 

672 

Daniel Lawrence 


592 

E. F. Brown 


673 

George Champion* 

*• 

595 

A. W. Treat 


674 

Julius Ewert 

“ 

600 

Melvin Welty* 

“ 


F. Kamalski 


601 

J. W. Lackey 



Aug. Knaus 

. ..J. W. 

6)2 

J. F. Henderson 

“ 

675 

Robert W. Drennan 

....W.M. 

603 

E. W. Childe 

“ 

.676 

Lewis O. Van Riper 

“ 

604 

W. M. Millar 

“ 

677 

Edward C. Robinson 

“ 

607 

J. A. Curry 

“ 

979 

William H. Kistler*.. .. 

. “ 

608 

M. L. Sherman 

“ 

680 

J. S. Ellingsworth 

.. ..s. w. 

609 

R. B. Mayers 

“ 

681 

James M. Hence 

... W.M. 

610 

Carl A. Anderson 

“ 

682 

Henry Hofer 

“ 

611 

Carl Mueller 

“ 

683 

M. R. Kelly 

“ 


Edgar Bogardus 

....s. w. 

684 

H. M. Ryan 

... .s. w. 


George W. Kyle 

.. .J. w. 

685 

M. Dickenson 

W.M. 

612 

John W. Niles 

....W.M. 

686 

C. W. Dudley 

.... “ 

613 

Melvin Chandler 

“ 


Fred Meuzie 

....s. w. 

614 

S. Pinkney 

“ 


Richard Fairclough ... 

....J. w. 


G. W. Leonard.* 

.. ..s. w. 

687 

G. I. Cadwell 

... W.M. 

616 

William J. Jackson 

W.M. 

688 

Peter Wright 

“ 

617 

G. A. Lackens 

“ 

690 

Harry B. Stafford 

“ 

618 

John N. Foster 

s. w. 

691 

Samuel Marshall 

“ 

619 

S. W. Shelton 

W.M. 

692 

James A Bradley 

.... “ 

620 

James Snyder 

“ 

693 

C. H. Pope 

.... “ 

622 

H. Jennings 

... “ 

695 

H. Shaw 

“ 

623 

E. E. Mull 


696 

W. R. Ross 

“ 

627 

A. H. Brooks 

s. w. 

697 

M. S. Fry 

“ 

630 

S. M. Burnett 

W.M. 

698 

John A. Hutton 

“ 

631 

W. A. Colton 

“ 

701 

George R. Ditterline . . 

“ 


D. B. Keighen 

. .. .J. w. 

702 

F. P. Campbell 

•* 

632 

J. H. Davis 

. ...W.M. 

705 

Will C. Link 

“ 

633 

E. J. Hartwell 

“ 

706 

R. R. Jones 


634 

William McLane 

“ 

709 

George Steely 

. . W.M. 


E. Sellick.* 

s. w. 

710 

Henry Funk 

.... “ 

635 

R. P. Hunter 

W.M. 

711 

L. D. Lowell 

“ 

636 

William Yung 

“ 1 

712 

W. E. Hadley 

“ 

641 

R. C. Crihfield 

Cl 

713 

John A. Wagner 

u 

642 

William A. Herr 

. . . . “ 

714 

A. J. Davis 

. . . . “ 


Fred J. Kaeder 

s. w. 

715 

Thomas Garvey 

“ 


George E. Osmun 

....J w. 

716 

F. D. Day 

“ 

643 

William Crear 

....W.M. 


J. T. McKennon..-. 

....J. W. 


George D. Strieker 

s. w. 

717 

Henry Wunnicke 

....W.M. 

644 

Clinton Cay wood 

W.M. 

718 

J. L. Harrell 

.... “ 

645 

Philip Sampson 

“ 

719 

L. L. Gallemore 

“ 

646 

Fred Rompf 

....s. w. 

721 

R. F. Casey 

.... “ 

647 

S. L. Reefy 

W.M. 

722 

George F. Clayton 

.... “ 

648 

A. A. Cavins 


723 

H. P. Blackard 


651 

W. E. Carroll 

“ 

724 

Herman Rethorn 

“ 

653 

Homer J. Tice 

“ 

725 

John S. Hewins 

.... “ 

655 

W. C. Stitson 

“ 

726 

Adna J. Cornell 

.... “ 

656 

William Muhl*. 

ii 

727 

J. P. Butler 


657 

Spencer H. Webster 


728 

H. A. Schermerhorn 

....W.M. 

658 

John T. Campbell 

“ 

729 

Charles L. Duncan 

“ 

659 

F. S. Wood 

, . . . . “ 

730 

S. A. Whitlev 

. . . . 

660 

W. A. Steers 

... “ 

731 

Stephen H. Dorrans 

. . . “ 

662 

John J. Zoller 

“ 

732 

G. M. Howell 

. . . . “ 


Frank H. Richards 

....s. w. 

733 

Amos Ball 

. . . . “ 


E. E. Allen 

.. . .J. w. 

734 

W. B. Cain 

. . . . s. w. 

663 

James Jones 

....W.M. 

735 

Edward S. Morahn 

....W.M. 

664 

R. H. Shamhart 

“ 

737 

A. J. Hulbert 

... “ 

665 

Joseph E. Dennis 

.... “ 

738 

Charles F. Ross 

“ 

665 

Herbert Athey 

.... “ 

741 

Theo. Evans 



♦Proxy. 


742 

743 

744 

745 

746 

747 

748 

749 

750 

752 

754 

755 

756 

757 

758 

759 

762 

763 

764 

765 

766 

767 

768 

769 

770 

771 

772 

773 

774 

776 

777 

778 

779 

780 

781 

782 

783 

784 

785 

786 

787 

788 

789 

790 

791 

792 

793 

794 

795 
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REPRESENTATIVES OF LODGES. 


NAMES. 


NAMES. 


M. B. Munsell W.M. 

Warren Newcomlb “ 

J. D. Bellamy “ 

J. O. Paul “ 

Join A, Lisenby “ 

Frank Brewer. \ “ 

A. L. Clark J. W. 

C. M. Hudgins W.M. 

Chas. H. Hamilton “ 

L. W. Jackman “ 

Simon Holmes ... “ 

J. H. Seyler “ 

Chas. P. Carlton *• 

Rickard P. Hoeg “ 

Rickard B. Tapp “ 

Wm. H. Walters S. W. 

J. Wm Senger J. W. 

W. Brown W.M. 

F. D. Claypool S. W. 

R. A. Hewes W.M. 

James A. Steele 

E. F. Bigelow “ 

Jokn F. Snyder “ 

H. W. Burnard 

A. J. Brazel S. W. 

J. E. Burton “ 

C. W. Bayles W.M. 

Howard E. Patterson “ 

William S. Moseley “ 

J. A. Smitk “ 

H. B. Scott “ 

Edwin F. Seavey 

Oliver Apgar “ 

F. A. Munson “ 

E. F. Brown J. W. 

E. M. Busk W.M. 

Aaron G.Dicus “ 

W. H. Amerson “ 

Frank H. Williams “ 

A. M. Joknson 

William Sckmidt “ 

George Nerwig S. W. 

Albert C. Firleke* W.M. 

Marcus Gerbrick S. W. 

W alter B. Black W. ivj . 

Jacob J. Koenigsmark “ 

Jokn I. Sckorr J. W. 

Ralph Jeffris W.M. 

J. F. Brimberry S. W. 

Edwin F. Rowland W.M. 

Peter H. Peck.* S. W. 

Alex G. Hug J. W. 

Jacob Strauss W.M. 

E. T. Telling “ 

C. L. Nood “ 

ClarK Herrold “ 

James A. Womack “ 

Samuel M. St. Clair “ 

Henry E. Turner..' S. W. 

Clarence I. Wolflnger J. W. 

F. P. Armstrong W.M. 

Ossian D. Frary “ 

Henry J. Roovart S. W. 

Will B. Moak J. W. 

E. H. Corpe W.M. 

Tkomas A. Stevens S. W. 


’roxy. 


801 

802 

803 

804 


805 

806 

807 

808 

809 

810 

811 

812 

813 

814 

815 

816 

817 

818 


819 

820 
821 
822 
823 


824 

825 

826 
827 

829 

830 

831 

832 


833 

834 

835 

836 

837 

838 

839 


840 

841 

842 

843 


844 

845 
849 

847 

848 

849 

850 

851 

852 

853 

854 


H. F. A. Sperling 

W. H. Perry 

G. W. McMillan 

Walter Brassington 

S. Gray. 

Thomas A. White...,. .. 

C. F. Skerrard 

J. L. Lemmon 

Jokn B. McGuyer 

H. M. Day 

G. W. Kimbro 

Jokn A. McKeever 

Andrew O. Novander... 

E. B. Perry 

R. B. Moody 

Ellis E. McDermed 

J. L. Pomeroy 

Tkos. Ginnever 

B. G. Brooks 

Jokn W. Burnett 

George A. Mugler 

William Wallace* 

Charles Williams 

F. M. Glennon* 

Arthur W. Fruit 

M. D. Massie 

John E. Holt 

George W. Dow 

H. E. Robinson* 

Isaac Bogenreif* 

F. F. Chessman 

D. N. Huckleberry 

Henry Burnham 

C. E. Van Patton 

George W. Hughes 

W. T. Barton 

E. E. Earp 

E. B. Clark* 

A. H. Wintermute 

O. P. Hope 

Rufus H. Smitk 

F. Kohl 

R. B. Gillies 

W. S. Bachelor 

C. L. Watson 

Seth Chandler 

Milan M. Hitchcock — 

J. Perry Bates 

William F. Struckman 
Charles B. Holcomb — 

James F. Pershing 

Edwin H. Crook 

Hervey E. Keeler 

Henry C. Edwards 

Frank H. Dean 

M. D. Campbell 

C. H. Edison 

F. C. Funk 

R. L. Taylor 

C. N. Hooper 

M. H. 8 errin 

Alfred E. Bartelme 

John Becker 

George C. Flanner 

A. H. Behrens 

M. M. Vaughn 


..W.M. 


.S. W. 
.J. W. 
.W.M. 


.S. W. 
.W.M. 

.‘s. W. 

.W.M. 

;.s. w. 
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. W.M. 

S. W. 
..J. W. 
,W.M. 


J W. 
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RECAPITULATION. 

Grand Officers 20 

Members of Committees 44 

Past Grand Officers not otherwise enumerated 1 

District Deputy Grand Masters not otherwise enumerated 29 

Representatives of other Grand Lodges not otherwise enumerated 1 
Representatives . 785 

Total 880 

Number of Lodges represented, 702. 


REPORT— Committee on Grand Lodge By-laws. 

M.W. Bro. Owen Scott presented the following report, 
which on motion was adopted: 

To the M. W. Grand Lodge of Illinois, A.F. and A.M.; 

Your committee appointed to rearrange and superintend the 
printing of a new edition of the Grand Lodge By-laws fraternally re- 
port that the same has been done, a copy of the same is herewith sub- 
mitted, and that 2,000 copies were printed and have been distributed 
to the lodges, and officers of the Grand Lodge. 

OWEN SCOTT, 

J. H. C. DILL, 

HERBERT PRESTON. 


AMENDMENT— To Grand Lodge By-laws— Lost. 

M.W. Bro. Joseph Robbins called up the amendment to 
section 1, article 13, part 2, of Grand Lodge By-laws, pro- 
posed last year, and moved its adoption, which was lost. 
The amendment proposed was: 

Every petition for the degrees shall, in addition to the questions 
and statements herein prescribed, bear upon its face the following 
question, viz.: Masonry not being a benefit society, ha \^e you seriously 
considered whether your circumstances will enable you to support the 
institution? 
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ANNOUNCEMENT— Of Election. 

The tellers having" collected and counted the several 
ballots, reported that the following" named brethren had 
received a majority of all the votes cast: 

Edward Cook, Grand Master. 

Charles F. Hitchcock, Deputy Grand Master. 

George M. Moulton, Senior Grand Warden. 

W. B. WRIGHT, Junior Grand Warden. 

Wiley M. Egan, Grand Treasurer. 

J. H. C. Dill, Grand Secretary. 

MOTION— Amount of Bond. 

R.W. Bro. L. L. Munn moved to fix the bonds of the 
Grand Treasurer and Grand Secretary at $80,000 each. 
Motion carried. 


CALLED OEP. 

At 2 o’clock p.m. the Grand Lodg"e was called from labor 
to refreshment until 9 o’clock Wednesday morning. 
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SECOND DAY. 

Wednesday, October 5, A.L. 5898. ) 

9 o’clock a. m. \ 

The Grand Lodge was called from refreshment to labor 
by the M W. Grand Master. Grand Officers and Represent- 
atives same as preceding day. 


REPORT — Committee on Petitions. 

R.W. Bro. C. M. Forman submitted the following report 
from the Committee on Petitions, which was, on motion, 
adopted: 

To the M.W. Grand Lodge , A.F. and A.M., State of Illinois: 

Your Committee on Petitions would respectfully and fraternally 
report as follows, as to the several matters to it referred: 

No. 1. Petition for restoration of Ulric W. Wilson, expelled on or 
about October 20, 1877, by Chester Lodge No. 72. The papers being 
regular in this case, your committee recommend that the prayer of 
the petitioner be granted. 

No. 2. Petition of Dempsey O. Allen for restoration, expelled by 
Blazing Star Lodge No. 458. Papers show that said lodge has unani- 
mously voted in favor of the Grand Lodge restoring to good standing 
the petitioner, and your committee join in said recommendation. 

No. 3. Petition for restoration of James M. Beach, expelled by 
Cordova Lodge No. 543. The papers in this case show that petitioner 
was tried by said lodge during the year 1870 for unmasonic conduct, 
and was expelled by said lodge. The following year, upon the recom- 
mendation of the District Deputy Grand Master, another hearing was 
had, resulting in the indefinite suspension of the petitioner. Twenty- 
seven years having elapsed since the last action was had by the lodge, 
the petitioner has concluded that the action of the lodge first taken 
resulting in his expulsion was the valid and regular one, and there- 
fore has petitioned the said lodge to join in a recommendation to this 
Grand Lodge to restore him to all the rights and privileges of Ma- 
sonry. Desiring to get at all the facts in this case, Most Worshipful 
Grand Master Cook did, in June last, cause a most thorough examina 
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tion to be made by District Deputy Grand Master, R.W. Bro. H. C. 
Cleaveland, and the report of the said deputy gives full information 
concerning this matter. The petitioner is now a resident of Milwau- 
kee, Wisconsin, and accompanying his petition are the recommenda- 
tions of several Past Grand Masters of that state. The petition was 
voted upon at a regular communication of said Cordova Lodge, and 
the members present voted unanimously in favor of the restoration 
of the said petitioner. We therefore recommend that this Grand 
Lodge grant the prayer of the petition. 

No. 4. Petition for restoration of J. R. Carter, expelled by War- 
saw Lodge No. 257, on or about May 14, 1870. It seems from the pa- 
pers in this case that the petitioner is an inmate of the Soldiers’ 
Home, at Hot Springs,. South Dakota; that he is old and in very feeble 
health. His petition is accompanied by quite a number of letters 
from prominent citizens of South Dakota, strongly urging his restor- 
ation, all of which letters were transmitted to said Warsaw Lodge, 
by Most Worshipful Grand Master Cook, together with a lengthy let- 
ter of August 8, last. The petition was presented to said lodge Au- 
gust 30, last, and there were present at said communication twelve 
members of said lodge. When the vote was taken, eight, or barely 
the requisite number, voted in the affirmative, thus indicating a fear 
that instead of spending the few remaining years of his life in the 
Soldiers’ Home, the petitioner might resume his residence at War- 
saw and become a charge on the said Warsaw lodge. It is evident that 
the petitioner has been sufficiently punished for any offense he may 
have committed, by being deprived for over twenty-seven years of his 
Masonic standing, and your committee now recommends that his re- 
quest be granted, viz.: “that he be restored to all the rights and privi- 
leges of Masonry, to enjoy the same for the short time that he may 
live, and that when he dies that he may be accorded a burial with 
Masonic honors.” 

Nos. 5, 6, and 7. Your committee has had referred to it the papers 
in the case of Arnolt D. McCandless, expelled by Aledo Lodge No. 252; 
that of Edward T. King, expelled by Greenville Lodge No. 245, and 
that of David W. Simpson, expelled by Fidelity Lodge No. 152. In all 
these cases the requisite vote has been had of the respective lodges 
endorsing the petitions and the proceedings regular, except that the 
petitions were presented and acted upon by said lodges at one and the 
same communication. Your committee reiterates that it is an exceed- 
ingly dangerous practice on the part of the lodge to receive a petition 
for restoration and act upon the same at one and the same communi- 
cation. It affords an opportunity to railroad a petition through a 
lodge without the knowledge and consent of its membership, and often 
improper material is re-accepted. Your committee joins in the rec- 
ommendations of the three lodges named, with a considerable degree 
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of reluctance, believing - that it would be much better if these peti- 
tions were received at a regular communication and acted upon at a 
subsequent one. 

No. 8. Petition of D. L. Moorehead, either expelled by the Grand 
Lodge, at its session of 1893, or indefinitely suspended by ElDara 
Lodge No. 388. The papers in this case were before your committee 
at the last session of this Grand Lodge, and at that time it was ap- 
parent that the petitioner had been expelled by the Grand Lodge, but 
owing to the fact that the papers were deficient, your committee rec- 
ommended that the said case be referred to said ElDara Lodge for 
proper action. The papers as again presented indicate that the pe- 
titioner instead of having been expelled by the Grand Lodge, might 
have been indefinitely suspended by the lodge, but as said lodge did 
at a communication September 4, 1897, unanimously vote petition- 
ing the Grand Lodge to restore the petitioner, your committee has 
decided to concur with the said petition and now asks the Grand 
Lodge to grant the prayer of the petitioner. 

No. 9. Petition of W. P. Smith, for restoration, expelled by Creal 
Springs Lodge No. 517. This case was before your committee at the 
session of the Grand Lodge last year, and on account of deficiency of 
the papers was referred to the said lodge for proper action thereon. 
There was simply a request to restore said petitioner signed by the 
worshipful master and the secretary of said lodge; nothing whatever 
to show that any action had ever been taken by the lodge. This re- 
quest is again returned accompanied by a letter from the petitioner 
complaining at the action of the Grand Lodge in not restoring him 
one year ago. While your committee is charitably inclined to look 
over any informalities yet it must insist that before any action is 
taken in this matter -that Creal Springs Lodge must comply with 
the provisions of the Grand Lodge By-laws. The request and the let- 
ter heretofore referred to, are respectfully referred to said lodge for 
proper action thereon. 

No. 10. This is a petition of Sigel Lodge No. 541, of Stewardson, 
in Shelby county, to change its name from Sigel to Stewardson Lodge, 
so as to conform with the name of the town in which it is located.. 
The request being from said lodge by a resolution passed unanimously 
at a regular communication, your committee concurs in the action 
of the said lodge so that hereafter the said lodge may be known as 
Stewardson Lodge No. 541. 

All of which is respectfully, as well as fraternally, submitted. 

C. W. FORMAN, 

BEN HAGLE, 

A. W. BLAKESLEY, 

Committee. 
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AMENDMENT— To Grand Lodge By-laws— Adopted. 

R.W. Bro. C. M. Forman called up the amendment to 
section 4, article 10, part 3, or any other part of Grand 
Lodge By-laws relating to restoration of expelled Masons, 
proposed last year, and moved its adoption, which was car- 
ried. 

When amended, section 4, article 10, part 3, of Grand 
Lodge By-laws reads as follows: 

Sec. 4. An expelled Mason seeking restoration shall petition the 
lodge from which he was expelled for its recommendation to the 
Grand Lodge for his restoration; which petition shall be presented at 
a stated communication of the lodge, and be acted upon at the next 
or subsequent stated communication of said lodge, when, if such 
petition be concurred in by a vote of two-thirds of the members pres- 
ent at a stated communication of the lodge, the same shall be so en- 
dorsed, under seal, and be transmitted to the Grand Secretary at least 
ten days before the annual meeting of the Grand Lodge: Provided,. 
that in case such lodge has become extinct said petition may be made 
direct to the Grand Lodge, with a statement of the fact, and upon 
favorable action thereon the brother shall be entitled to resume the 
status of a non-affiliated Mason. 


ORATION. 


FREEHASONRY UNIVERSAL. 

The Glory of Our Fraternity and the Pride of Our Brotherhood. 

An address delivered before the M.W. Grand Lodge of Illinois, Free and Accepted 
Masons, October 5, 1898. 

By M.W. Bro. John Corson Smith, Grand Orator. 

Most Worshipful Grand Master, Grand Wardens, and Brethren : 

To the student of our philosophy and the earnest inquirer after 
the deep moral teachings of our symbolism there is much in the past 
history of Craft Masonry to convince the inquiring mind of the fact 
that, in spite of innovations which would be wrought in our system by 
false teachers, true Freemasonry is, and ever has been, universal. 

Before operative Masonry was thought of, or speculative Freema- 
sonry dreamed of, primitive man sought to know his Divine Maker and 
worshiped Him in symbolism. The starry firmament was his chart, the 
earth his trestle board, and all life his working tools. The sun was to 
him a symbol of Deity, the moon of companionship and maternity. 
—5 
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while the planets were the evidence of the fruitfulness of those fac- 
tors in the possibilities of this great universe which we inhabit. 

The sun, moon, and stars were also in evidence to the primitive 
man as symbols of that harmony and regularity which should ever 
g-overn in all well regulated human families, tribes, and nations. In 
this reverence by the aborigine of all countries for the wonderful cre- 
ations of the Grand Architect of the Universe, we find but little dif- 
ference in the practice of his more enlightened descendant of the 
nineteenth century who canonizes his fellow-man and makes saints as 
numerous as there are days in his calendar year. 

Feebly groping for light as man must have done in the infancy of 
the world, we find that as his knowledge extended and he met with 
others engaged in the same search he became more civilized and tol- 
erant, and as he found others discovering the same truths, worship- 
ing the same grand works of creation and delving deeper into the 
great mysteries, his mind became enlarged and he became more lib- 
eral. A unity of purpose, discovery of the same symbolism, and teach- 
ing the same truths brought early man into close companionship as a 
belief in the same creed and worship in the same church brings the 
men of today into closer friendship than if of an opposite doctrine. 

This early love of symbolism and eager search after the sublime 
truths, soon led man to realize that if the same discoveries could be 
made by different races in different climes and under different condi- 
tions that all mankind must have had a common origin and there must 
have been but one creator of them all. This, then, was the source of 
that sublime sentiment of our Freemasonry, “The fatherhood of God 
and the brotherhood of man,” the origin of that equally God-given 
sentiment of our brothers of the orient, “Allah is God. There is but 
one God, and all mankind are brethren.” 

In all ages the most advanced thinkers have been philosophers 
whose teachings by symbols and hieroglyphics have been of life, death, 
.and the resurrection. And to the earliest of those ancient philoso- 
phers we are indebted for that classification of our Masonic symbolism 
and landmarks which is to be found in that trinity of our ancient 
landmarks, never to be modified or set aside, the fatherhood of God, 
the brotherhood of man, and the life which is yet to come. That Ma- 
sonry existed before any of the schools of philosophy is a well estab- 
lished fact, for the earliest man dwelling in caves was a worker in 
:stone, and as he pushed away from his ‘mountain fastness into the 
plain below he had to build him shelter of stone or other material the 
most accessible. 

Rudely erected as were the buildings in early days, the workman 
showed a knowledge wonderfully in advance of the appliances used, 
and great has been the progress from the time of the cave dweller to 
that of the no less hazy period of the builders of the rock cut caverns 
and stupendous fortresses of India or the time-defying temples of 
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grand old Egypt, and the still more modern palaces and cathedrals of 
medieval Europe. Through all these ages of the world’s history Ma- 
sonry has been in advance of civilization, spurring man on to a higher 
and nobler destiny. From the time of the unskilled labor of the cave 
dweller to the master builders of India and Egypt, Masonry stood alone, 
and lifted man from ignorance and helplessness to a splendor of semi- 
barbarism such as the world had never seen. At that time the study 
of symbolism began, the schools of philosophy became established, and 
our ancient craft had co-workers to help make man ^better. In the 
erection of those impregnable fortresses and palaces of India, at the. 
building of those indestructible pyramids and temples of Egypt, Ma- 
sonry and Freemasonry became merged and from that time were one 
and the same body, operative and speculative Freemasonry. 

There are two classes of writers with which I have little patience. 
One who accept nothing as true unless it be written at the time and 
the same be supported by corroborative 'evidence. The other, those 
who believe in every tradition which has been handed down for gener- 
ations. Of the two, I much prefer the latter, as history is often but 
the record of prejudice, vanity, or hatred, while tradition, as a rule, is 
founded upon fact— though often enlarged or belittled. 

At the time or period herein named, the operative Mason called 
to his assistance the speculative Mason, found in the schools of phil- 
osophy, to help beautify and adorn the temples then in process of erec- 
tion, and that was ages before the reign of King Solomon. I myself 
have seen our Masonic emblems and symbols engraven, inlaid, or 
painted on the venerable piles of Masonry and mosques of India, the 
temples, obelisks, and tombs in Egypt, even to the date-palm, or Acacia, 
and the box or coffin on the walls of the ruined temples at Luxor, many 
of which must have been erected five thousand or more years ago. 

Bro. Lieut. Commander Henry H. Gorringe, United States Navy, 
who removed the Cleopatra obelisk now in Central Park, New York, 
from Alexandria, Egypt, says of this granite shaft that it was one of 
the second pair of obelisks erected in front of the Temple of the Sun 
at Heliopolis, 1591. B.C., and the other one of the pair is now on the 
banks of the Thames, London, England. This obelisk was therefore 
erected at Heliopolis before the time of the exodus of the children of 
Israel from their Egyptian bondage and in front of the Temple of the 
Sun in which Potiphera, the priest, officiated, whose daughter Pharoah 
gave to Joseph in marriage. He further states that this obelisk was 
removed to Alexandria, 22, B.C. and there stood until taken down by 
himself and removed to New York City. 

Of the Masonic character of its foundation, Brother Gorringe 
writes that a committee of Freemasons of the Grand Lodge of Egypt 
carefully examined and came to the following conclusions: “That the 
polished cube found in the east angle corresponds with the Masonic 
emblem designated the perfect Ashlar. The polished square corre- 
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sponds with the emblem of that name. The rough block found in the 
west angle corresponds with the rough Ashlar. The stone with figures 
resembling snakes is emblematic of wisdom. The axis stone is the 
trestle board, and the stone adjacent to it bears the Master’s mark. 
The two implements, (also found imbedded in the foundation) the iron 
trowel and lead plummet, are also emblematic of Freemasonry.” 
Brother Gorringe also adds: “It is worthy of record that the Masonic 
character of the foundation had been affirmed before either of these 
implements (the iron trowel and lead plummet) was discovered.” The 
piece of soft, white limestone found under the polished cube or Per- 
*fect Ashlar was thought to be the symbol of purity. 

We submit that little, if any, stronger evidence of a Masonic 
character is necessary or could be required of the fact that these an- 
cient Egyptians were of our universal brotherhood. 

Believing, as we do, that there is not only credible tradition but 
record evidence of the existence of Freemasonry at a very early period 
in the world's history, as evidenced in the symbolism and hieroglyphics 
engraven upon its ancient monuments and temples, inlaid or painted 
in its tombs, and that it was universal to the extent of the civilization 
of the day, we are highly gratified to record the fact that the frater- 
nity only flourished where there was a belief in the one God. Then, 
as now, the corner stone of our fraternity was a belief in the one ever 
living God, the Grand Omnific Ruler of the Universe, and where that 
belief existed Freemasonry had a home and an abiding place. The 
Persians passing into India carried Freemasonry with them, but the 
Hindus were not Freemasons, nor have the Chinese or the Japanese 
ever been members of our fraternity unless they first became chris- 
tianized, and we do not know of one of the latter to this day who has 
become a Freemason. That there are lodges of Freemasons in each 
of those countries we are well aware, for we have visited them, but 
they are supported and maintained by Europeans or believers in Islam. 
In India and the Malay Archipelago we have the Mohammedan and 
Parsis, the followers of Mohammed and Zoroaster, but believers in the 
one God, be He called Jehovah, Allah, or the Almighty, and these peo- 
ple are devoted Freemasons. The same is true of Egypt, of Africa, 
Turkey, and continental Europe, and we have found the best Freema- 
sonry where the purest Christianity and the most advanced civiliza- 
tion flourished.* This we deem the crowning glory of Freemasonry 
universal. 

Of what number of degrees that ancient Freemasonry consisted 
we are not prepared to say, composed as it was of operative and spec- 
lative workmen. 

We are satisfied as to the operative part, for the reason that from 
time immemorial operative Masonry has and must consist of three 
degrees or grades, be they called degrees or not, for there must be 
three classes of workmen. 
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We care not that history fails to show this fact or the records its 
classification; history and records fail to make mention of many other 
facts of far greater importance than the number of degrees or grades 
to be found in bodies of Masons. 

To be engaged in teaching faith in one God, love of fellow-man, 
and loyalty to country to the exclusion of all religious creeds, was to 
be ostracized by society and outlawed by the church. In those early 
times one no more dared to record the doings of the Masonic order 
than in Venice to incur the hostility of the Council of Ten or the Doges’ 
displeasure. 

That the various schools of philosophers, architects, and decorators 
composing the speculative Masons, so soon to be merged into the Free- 
masons Universal, had many grades and degrees, we think highly prob- 
able, but for the operative Masons, now known as Ancient Free and 
Accepted Masons, or Freemasons Universal, we affirm that they had 
three grades then, have three grades now, and never had less. 

In the erection of those great structures and magnificent temples 
of Europe, Asia, and Africa, and recent discoveries warrant us in add- 
ing America, whose overthrown and crumbling walls are the wonder 
and admiration of the world to this day, there were employed three 
classes of workmen — Apprentice Masons, Fellow Craft, or Journeymen 
Masons, and overseers or Master Masons — just as they have today, and 
no such handicraft could, then or now, be successfully conducted with- 
out them. History or no history, Grand Lodge or no Grand Lodge, 
there never was and never will be any other, nor can there be any 
other classification of any trade, and Masonry is no exception. 

Traveling east and north with the exodus of the children of Israel 
from Egypt, we again get a glimpse of Masonry in Syria, and strong 
evidence of its Egyptian character in the construction of the famous 
Temple of King Solomon, with its two brazen pillars at the entrance 
and their ornate adornment. The same are to be found today in the 
minarets of the mosques in Africa and Asia, and are but typical of the 
two obelisks in front of the temples in Egypt. In the Middle or Medie- 
val Ages we find great bands of workmen traveling westward through 
Continental Europe, engaged in the erection of palaces, fortresses, 
and cathedrals, which were known to be organized bodies of Masons, 
and thence still westward to .Great Britain, where we have many re_ 
maining evidences of their skill in the beautiful ruins of palaces, 
abbeys, and cathedrals. That these bands of roving workmen were 
operative and speculative Masons and of the great Fraternity of Free- 
masons Universal, it were useless to deny. It is freely admitted by Ma- 
sonic students and writers that, while it cannot be said where and at 
what period in the world’s history Freemasonry was organized, neither 
can it be truthfully said when Freemasonry did not exist. And we as 
truthfully claim that the date of the mergement of operative and 
speculative Masonry is as obscure as that of its institution. Of one 
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fact we are assured, and historically so, and that is that the Freema- 
sonry of today, the Freemasonry of the world, came from those hands 
of workmen, from those lodges or organizations of architects and build- 
ers who erected the famed abbeys of Melrose and Kilwinning in Scot- 
land, and the many abbeys, palaces, castles, and fortresses of England. 
From those grand old builders whose stupendous works of Masonry dot 
Great Britain, Continental Europe, Africa, and Asia, or lie in pictur- 
esque ruins in other lands, came the Grand Lodge of England, the 
Grand Lodge of Ireland, the Grand Lodge of Scotland, the many Grand 
Lodges of the United States, and the Grand Lodges of other countries 
of the earth. Freemasonry existed for ages before the Grand Lodge 
of today was known or even thought of. Every band of workmen 
formed their own lodge, and representatives of the same often met in 
general assembly for the purpose of mutual counsel and advice. 

The present Grand Lodge of England, known as the mother Grand 
Lodge, was formed from four of the time immemorial lodges, but those 
were not the only lodges then existing in Great Britain, or even in 
England. This mother grand lodge was formed in 1717 from four lodges, 
and yet, in 1751, we have another Grand Lodge, organized from lodges 
time immemorial, adhering to the old customs and usages from which 
the older grand lodge had to some extent departed. These two grand 
bodies continued to govern the Craft in England until 1813, when they 
were consolidated and became one. 

The history of one of these Grand Lodges, Scotland, may serve for 
the others, as they were substantially the same. The Grand Lodge of 
England was organized, as before stated, in 1717, the Grand Lodge of 
Ireland in 1726, and the Grand Lodge of Scotland in 1736. 

At the organization of the latter there were known to be one hun~ 
dred or more living lodges of operative Free and Accepted Masons 
self constituted or chartered by each other, many of them dating for 
centuries, and yet, but thirty- three joined in the formation of the 
Grand Lodge. What became of the other sixty-seven or more is not 
known. What became of some of them is. A few died out with the 
cessation of work on abbeys and palaces. Many others became mem- 
bers of the Grand Lodge. There was, however, one noted instance — 
“the Lodge Melros,” founded in the 12th century, during the erection 
of that famous abbey immortalized in verse by Brother Sir Walter 
Scott. That lodge continued an independent body, recognized by the 
Grand Lodge of Scotland and the other Grand Lodges until 1892, when, 
to force that body to a support of Grand Lodge, the Grand Lodge of 
Scotland “boycotted” its membership and it was forced to come into 
the fold. 

Thus it will be seen that in the far-distant centuries Freemasonry 
was operative Masonry; that a speculative Masonry, the necessary ad- 
junct, grew up beside it and finally became merged into it and while for 
centuries the two were combined it became purely speculative in more 
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modern times, and is now known as Ancient, Free, and Accepted Ma- 
sonry, which is the Freemasonry Universal, of which I now speak. 
Originating in the oldest known quarters of the globe — Asia and Af- 
rica — it traveled west with the civilization of the day until it reached 
the continent of Europe and thence to America, where, guided by the 
truths as set forth in the holy writings of the different countries in 
which it has found a home, and having reached the people of the most ad- 
vanced civilization and purest Christianity, like the waves of the cease- 
less ocean, it now returns traveling eastward to the land of its birth. 
Aside from China and Japan, where there is no native Freemasonry, 
and never was, I found the first native Craftsman in the Malay Arch- 
ipelago. An old friend, Prince Data Sri Amar d Raja, known as 
Abdul Rahman to many of the Craftsmen here present who met the 
distinguished brother at my home, who was the senior warden of his 
lodge. In India I met with many of the native Freemasons and among 
them the Parsis, the merchant princes, descendants of the ancient 
Persians, and they are enthusiastic Freemasons. Visiting a lodge of 
Parsis one evening and having no Masonic clothing or evening dress 
(having sent my baggage to a distant point) I made apology for not 
conforming to the rules of the country. A Parsis brother immediately 
arose and said: “It is not your clothing, Brother Smith, we want to 
see here, it is your person, and we give you hearty welcome.” This 
put me at ease. The customs and manners of these eastern brethren 
of Asia and Africa are such as govern in good society in Europe and 
America, while their Masonic work is that of the Grand Lodges of 
Great Britain, the nearest approach to which is found in the Grand 
Lodge of Pennsylvania. Some years ago the anxiety to have credit 
for correct ancient and English work in the several Grand Lodges in 
the United States led to what is known as the “Webb Work,” the 
“Barney Work,” or the “Rob Morris Work,” and we have wandered far 
away from the work of the mother Grand Lodge. Whether we have 
produced a more dramatic or grammatic work is not for me to discuss 
in this address. Suffice it to say that differing as we may in language 
or presentation, the essentials are the same and certain landmarks, 
the corner stones of our ancient fraternity with their underlying prin- 
ciples of a firm belief in Diety, a love of our fellow-man, of a life that 
is yet to come, and an undying patriotism are the same in all lands. 

The Eternal Truths upon which Freemasonry is founded demand 
a firm belief in and a strict adherance to these fundamental land- 
marks which cannot be too often repeated, “The Fatherhood of God, 
the brotherhood of man, and the resurrection.” It is this belief which 
has made the United Grand Lodge of Ancient Freemasons of England 
so large in membership, so powerful for good and so happily united. 

Let any Grand Lodge, be it of the “Three Globes” or “Egyptian,” 
of the “Swedish” or “Scottish” constitutions maintain these principles 
and landmarks and be governed by its masters and wardens only, and 
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the Mother Grand Lodge not only recognizes it as a constituent of this 
great brotherhood, but throws its protecting arms about it to save it 
from all intruders. 

Thus it is that our Freemasonry is made universal. 

As an evidence of this fact I recall my first visit to a lodge work- 
ing in the Arabic language in that land of the lordly and mysterious 
Nile presided over by the genial and scholarly Shahine Makarius Bey. 
It was the Lodge Lataif of the Egyptian constitutions and on its altar 
lay open a copy of the Koran. A communication was read by the sec- 
retary which caused much discussion and an apparent depth of feeling, 
but as the debate was in Arabic I had to ask the friend who accom- 
panied me to the lodge — a Syrian officer of the Anglo-Egyptian army— 
the character of the paper read. He informed me that it was a letter 
from a well known person, who stated that he had been a Mason in a 
former lodge in Egypt, working under the French constitutions; that 
the lodge having ceased to exist he now sought membership and ad- 
vancement in this Arabic lodge. The brother further said that the 
Egyptian brethren had in some way understood that French Freema- 
sonry was not recognized by English working lodges, and just how to 
dispose of the matter they did not know. I asked him if he would re- 
quest the W.M. to give me hearing and translate my remarks into 
Arabic for the members. I was invited to address the lodge, which I 
did, and briefly informed the W.M. and brethren that the cause of the 
estrangement between the English working lodges and those of France 
was the action of the French in removing the Holy writings from their 
altars and no longer requiring of the candidate a belief in Deity. 

Upon this being interpreted to those Egyptian brethren of Lataif 
Lodge, they unanimously, and amid much applause, directed the sec- 
retary to return the communication to the writer with the information 
that he could not become a member of the lodge Lataif, and that no 
member thereof could have Masonic conversation with or receive Ma- 
sonic communication from a French-made Mason. A stricter observ- 
ance of the Divine landmark and true corner stone of Freemasonry 
could not be found in the most enlightened and Christian lodge in Illi- 
nois than that of our Arabic and Mahommedan brethren of far away 
Egypt, where Freemasonry in my judgment had its origin in the ages 
gone by. Notwithstanding this fact, there are grand lodges which 
hesitate to recognize the grand body to which the lodge Lataif owes 
allegiance when to do so would be to throw the arms of fraternal pro- 
tection about it and thus shield the brethren from the baneful influ- 
ence of such atheistical bodies as the Grand Orient of France and the 
late Grand Lodge of Peru. 

A few words as to what the ancient charges have to say of loyalty 
to the country in which the Freemason lives and works. “A Mason is 
a peaceable subject to the civil powers, wherever he resides or works, 
and is never to be concerned in plots and conspiracies against the 
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peace and wellfare of the nation, nor to behave himself undutifully to 
inferior magistrates; for as Masonry hath been always injured by war, 
bloodshed, and confusion, so ancient kings and princes have been much 
disposed to encourage the Craftsmen, because of their peaceableness 
and loyalty, whereby they practically answered the cavils of their ad- 
versaries and promoted the honor of the Fraternity, whoever flour- 
ished in times of peace.” 

During my last visit to those famed mountains of Lebanon in 
which the cedars were prepared to be carried on floats to Joppa and 
thence to Jerusalem for the great temple of Solomon, I went with a 
native friend to pay my respects to the governor of the Lebanon. On 
my return to the sea coast at Beyrout I met Col. Bisk Allah Bey, of the 
Turkish army, whom I knew to be a Mason. After our salutations the 
colonel addressing me, said: “General, I sorry you not here yesterday. 
I know you go see governor of the Lebanon, but I want you real bad.” 
Upon my asking what service I could have rendered him, he related 
the following story: A brother Freemason having been charged be- 
fore the proper magistrate with seditious language and disrespect to 
the sultan, was arrested and confined in the city prison. The colonel 
visited the brother and learned from him that he had been accused of 
disloyalty by an enemy; that there was not a word of truth in the ac- 
cusation, and he desired some friend and brother to see the governor 
of Beyrout and assure him of his truthfulness. The colonel said, 
“I then want you go with me to governor and say what you say at 
home of Bro. Kalil Bayess the other evening about loyalty of Free- 
masons. You not being here, I go to governor myself and say to him, 
‘General Smith you know, Governor, he call upon you the other day, ? 
and governor say ‘Yes.’ ‘Well, he say one evening at house of Mr. 
Bayess where many of us meet him, that were he the sultan of Turkey, 
the czar of Bussia, or shah of Persia, he encourage the making of Ma- 
sonic lodges under English constitutions; that Freemasonry teach loy- 
alty to government and respect to rulers, and if he have some lodges 
he know he have some faithful and honest people about him in whom 
he trust. This man what be in prison is a Freemason. He say it not 
true he say anything bad about sultan or the government, and that it 
be his enemy what make him this trouble, and I believe he tell what 
true.’ The governor him say, ‘Did General Smith say that?’ I say 
‘Yes,’ and the governor he say ‘I release the prisoner right away,’ and 
he did.” 

Freemasons have ever been lovers of liberty, as attested in a Wash- 
ington and Lafayette. They have also been lovers of good govern- 
ment, as recognized in a Wellington, a Jackson, a Wolsey, and a Miles. 

Of the Presidents of the United States, from the first to the pres- 
ent, the most representative ones have been Freemasons, as many of 
the leaders of our armies have been. I need but mention a George K. 
McClellan, Winfield Scott Hancock, or John F. Hartranft, and of our 
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own loved Illinois, John A. McClernand, John M. Palmer, John A. Raw- 
lins, and a John A. Logan. To these and many like them we are in- 
debted for the formation and preservation of this great government 
of ours, and to all such Freemasonry is indebted for devotion to our 
principles and fidelity to their country. Great as has been this devo- 
tion to principle, at no time has it ever dimmed the glory of their faith 
in God and love of their fellow-man. 

Brethren of the Grand Lodge of Illinois, has the cost of consti- 
tutional government ever been considered by you? Have you ever 
thought how much Freemasonry has done to establish government 
throughout the world? How many lives have been given and how much 
precious blood has been shed to preserve the “jewel of liberty” to the 
human race? 

In the forefront of advanced civilization Freemasonry has ever 
kept place, and to no one class in the community are we more deeply 
indebted for our liberties than to the Masonic Fraternity. It would 
be impossible at this day to number the Freemasons whose names are 
inscribed on the muster-rolls of the defenders of this government in 
the late civil war and whose blood bedewed the land during that mem- 
orable struggle. Nor can we name the many who have borne our flag 
to victory in the late war with Spain. 

Countless as are the myriads of stars which form the Milky Way 
in yonder starry-decked heaven were the brave soldiers who fought 
for its flag, and more numerous than the planets are the names of 
those heroes who achieved fame and rose to the rank of general offi- 
cers in that war. 

Our own Illinois, though not of the oldest of the states of this 
Union nor yet containing the largest population, gave to the Nation 
some thirty or more general officers, and five of them were from my 
own mother lodge of but fifty members, Miners No. 273, of Galena. 
Three became Past Masters, two Grand Orators, and one Grand Master 
of this Grand Lodge. 

Pennsylvania, the grand Keystone state of the federal arch, as it 
is of Freemasonry, leads all the states in the number of its Freemason 
soldiers, of whom there were forty or more general officers, the trio 
whose names I have before spoken, McClellan, Hancock, and Hart- 
ranft, leading all the rest. 

Of the other states, I could give all whose names have been recov- 
ered, but the lists are so imperfect that I would not do them the injus- 
tice to name the incorrect number. 

If, in the precious time you have given me from the exacting labors 
of this Grand Lodge and your duties to your fellow members, I have 
said anything to increase your love for our Fraternity, I shall be grate- 
ful. And if in this address I have impressed you with the fact that 
we are an order worshiping one God, believers in the brotherhood of 
man, in the life which is yet to come, and teachers of loyalty to coun- 
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try, I shall be more than content. If my words shall have gone far- 
ther, and brought to you that belief which I, from practical experience 
as well as studied knowledge, do firmly believe and know, that Free- 
masonry is a brotherhood or fraternity coming to us through unnum- 
bered ages, embracing all peoples who believe in God, the father of all 
men, I shall be more than repaid, and shall thank that God that there 
is a brotherhood of man and Freemasonry is universal. 

To insure perpetuity and maintain this universality it becomes 
essential that every Craftsman bears constantly in mind the injunc- 
tion so recently given the Freemasons of England by H.R.H. the Prince 
of Wales, M.W. Grand Master, in which he says: 

“So long as religion remains engrafted in the hearts of the Craft, 
the Craft is certain to flourish; and be assured of this, that when reli- 
gion in it ceases, the Craft will lose its stability and power.” 

To this sentiment all true Craftsmen will respond, Amen, amen, 
amen! 


VOTE or THANKS— To Grand Orator. 

R.W\ Bro. Joseph Robbins moved the thanks of this 
Grand Lodge be returned to M.W. Bro. John C. Smith, for 
his excellent oration, and that it be published in the pro- 
ceedings. Motion carried unanimously. 


XNTKODUOTION— Grand Master of Mississippi. 

The M.W. Grand Master: — Brethren: Yesterday we had the 
honor and pleasure of greeting our Representative near the Grand 
Lodge of Missouri, R. W. Bro. Collins. Today we have the still higher 
honor and greater pleasure of greeting the M.W. Grand Master of 
Mississippi, and I now take pleasure in introducing you to M.W. Bro. 
J.W. Stone, M.W. Grand Master of the Grand Lodge of Mississippi* 
and I ask you to unite with me in according to him the grand honors. 

M.W. Grand Master Stone: — M. W. Sir: I desire to acknowledge 
my profound appreciation for this mark of consideration, and it gives 
me great pleasure to convey to you, coming from the Grand Lodge of 
the State of Mississippi, its fraternal greetings to the Grand Lodge 
of the State of Illinois. 


AMENDMENT— To Grand Lodge By-laws. 

R.W. Bro. A. H. Bell called up the proposed amendment 
to section 1, article 8, part 3 of Grand Lodge By-laws 
as proposed last year, and on motion was adopted. 


76 


Proceedings of the 


[Oct. 5, 


The section when amended reads as follows: 

Section 1. The payment of annual dues is a duty incumbent upon 
every member of a lodge, and the neglect or refusal to fulfill this duty 
shall be (except for good cause) an infraction of Masonic law and a 
violation of a Masonic covenant, and shall subject the delinquent to 
lodge discipline, and no lodge shall authorize or create any form of 
life membership or in any manner exempt any of its members from 
the payment of dues: Provided , however , that a lodge, by a majority 
vote, may remit the whole or any portion of the dues of any of its 
members then due. Nothing herein shall be construed to affect any 
rights heretofore acquired by any member of a lodge under the by- 
laws of any constituent lodge. 


REPOKT— Committee on Jurisprudence, 

R.W. Bro. John M. Pearson submitted the following- 
report from the Committee on Jurisprudence, which, on mo- 
tion, was adopted: 

To the M.W. Grand Lodge of Illinois, A.F. and A. Masons: 

Your Committee on Jurisprudence, to which was referred portions 
of the address of the M.W. Grand Master, respectfully reports: 

1. Relative to the duties of our District Deputy Grand Masters. 
Our By-laws are, as stated by the M.W. Grand Master, silent as to the 
specific duties of these officers. The original idea seems to have been 
to give to constituent lodges a convenient means of obtaining the 
advice and counsel of an experienced brother when in doubt either 
as to law or custom. If it now be thought best to make their duty 
explicit and mandatory and annual, it is plain that further action is 
necessary by this Grand Lodge. This committee believes that, under 
our laws now in force, the M.W. Grand Master could, at any time, 
order an official visitation of any lodge in this jurisdiction, whenever, 
in his judgment, such visitation was necessary. Your committee. how- 
ever, doubts whether such an order would compel the visited lodge to 
pay, out of its own treasury, the necessary expense of said official 
visit. Your committee further believes that any plan of official visi- 
tation of all our lodges will be difficult to execute unless the Grand 
Lodge is ready, out of its own funds, to pay the necessary expense 
accruing thereby. In order to fairly test the sense of this Grand 
Lodge, this committee has prepared an amendment to our By-laws 
that, if this report be adopted, will at once be offered to take the 
regular course prescribed by law. 

2. During the past few years this Grand Lodge has had occasion 
to witness the increasing difficulties growing out of long contested 
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cases of discipline, and this committee is sure that the M.W. Grand 
Master has done wisely in calling 1 your attention to the same. Some 
of these cases have grown out of business transactions, that should, 
under our laws, have never been recognized as causes of Masonic dis- 
cipline. Others have been aggravated,as he reports, by zealous “paid 
attorneys,” and the consequent expense is becoming frightful and the 
records cumbersome. Yet, for all this, our By-laws, in section 1, arti- 
cle 1, part 3, expressly state that “every lodge shall have the right 
to exercise discipline over all its members,” etc., “for any violation 
of moral or Masonic law.” The committee feels disposed to suggest 
arbitration in certain cases, but in many cases this would not be 
appropriate; no penalty could be inflicted except by vote of the lodge. 
The tendency to unnecessarily enlarge the record might be checked 
by an amendment requiring each party to pay his own share of the 
expense, and such an amendment has been prepared and may be pre- 
sented. A “trial board,” as suggested, does not seem to your com- 
mittee to be a practicable expedient. 

3. The case of Apple River Lodge No. 548, as presented by the 
Grand Master and as further disclosed by the report of M.W. Bro. J. C. 
Smith, presents little difficulty. Without entering into the merits, 
or demerits, of the question then agitating the lodge, this only need 
be said: That Apple River Lodge No. 548 openly and deliberately and 
persistently defied the pow T er of the Grand Master, acting through his 
duly accredited proxy, M.W. Bro. J. C. Smith. For such lodges we 
have no use, and as this Grand Lodge made this lodge, let. us unmake 
it. We append hereto the necessary resolutions, and recommend 
their adoption: 

“ Resolved , That the charter of Apple River Lodge No. 548 be and 
is hereby revoked, and its name and number erased from the list of 
lodges in this grand jurisdiction. 

“Resolved, That to all members of said Apple River Lodge No. 548 
who did not participate in the action described, dimits may be issued 
by the Grand Secretary upon the customary conditions.” 

Respectfully submitted, 

JOHN M. PEARSON, 

DANIEL M. BROWNING, 
OWEN SCOTT, 

Committee. 

AMENDMENTS— To Grand Lodge By-laws— Proposed. 

M.W. Bro. John M. Pearson presented the following 
amendments to Grand Lodge By-laws, and as they were sec- 
onded by Representatives of more than twenty lodges, lie 
over until next year: 
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Strike out section 2 of article 8, part 1, and substitute 
the following: 

Sec. 2. Each District Deputy Grand Master shall visit each lodge 
in his district at least once during each year and thoroughly examine 
its books and accounts, and fully inform himself as to the condition 
of the lodge. He shall inquire into the administration of lodge affairs 
and make such suggestions to the officers as seem necessary to insure 
a full compliance with our laws. He shall perform such other duties 
as may from time to time be delegated to him by the Grand Master. 
The necessary expenses, accruing from the performance of such duty, 
shall be paid by this Grand Lodge upon an itemized bill of the same. 

Add the following section to article 7, part 3: 

Sec. 8. In all trials for Masonic offenses the brother preferring 
the charges and the accused shall each pay all the expenses of pro- 
curing his own witnesses and the cost of his stenographer, if one be re- 
quired. Each party shall, on appeal being taken, be required to pay 
the cost of copying the evidence introduced by him, and all documents 
filed by him in the case. Where a lodge, by the Junior Warden or 
other officer, brings charges against a brother its share of the ex- 
penses shall be paid out of the lodge treasury: Provided , that where 
a brother is too poor to pay the expenses necessary to a proper hear- 
ing of charges preferred against him, the same shall be paid by the 
lodge, the lodge being the judge of his ability to pay expenses. 


EEPOET — Committee on Finance. 

M.W. Bro. Leroy A. Goddard presented the following 
report from the Committee on Finance, which on motion was 
adopted: 

To the M. W. Grand Lodge A.F. & A. 31. : 

Your Committee on Finance fraternally reports that it has ex- 
amined the reports of the Grand Treasurer and Grand Secretary and 
ffnds them correct. 

For a detailed statement of receipts and disbursements reference 
is made to annual reports of said officers. 

The condition of the treasury of the Grand Lodge is found to be 


as follows: 

GENERAL FUND. 

Balance in hands of Grand Treasurer, October 1, 1897 $ 48,361 73 

Received from all sources 43,513 55 

Total $ 91,875 28 
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CR. 

Paid for United States bonds $ 13,000 00 

Paid Grand Officers and committees 2,883 10 

Paid mileage and per diem to Representatives 15,761 50 

Paid miscellaneous orders 11,075 39 

Balance in hands of the Treasurer, October 1, 1898 49,155 29 


Total $ 91,875 28 


CHARITY FUND. 

Balance on hand October 1, 1897 $ 722 86 

Received during the year 461 70 

Total $ 1,184 56 

CR. 

Paid on orders 1$ 385 00 

Balance on hand 799 56 

Total $ 1,184 56 


CASH AND BONDS IN HANDS OF GRAND TREASURER, OCTOBER 1, 1898. 


Balance on hand, General Fund $ 49,155 29 

Balance on hand, Charity Fund 799 56 

City of Chicago 4% bonds, par value 50,000 00 

United States 4% bonds, par value 18,000 00 


Total $ 117,954 85 


From the amount of cash in General Fund, as stated above, will 
be paid amount of appropriations and special orders recommended, if 
approved, which will reduce the said fund to an estimated balance of 
$15,555.29. 

We estimate the expenses of the Grand Lodge for the ensuing 


year as follows: 

Mileage and per diem $ 19.000 00 

Printing 3,000 00 

Stationery, postage, and express 1,200 00 

Masonic schools 1,000 00 

Salaries of Grand Officers 4,400 00 

Miscellaneous 5,000 00 


Total, 


$ 33,600 00 
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Your committee recommends the following- appropriations, and 
that orders for the amounts he drawn by the Grand Secretary: 


M.W.Bro. Joseph Robbins, Committee on Correspondence.. $ 300 00 

Bro. R. R. Stevens, Grand Tyler 100 00 

Bro. R. R. Stevens, Grand Tyler, expenses, etc.. 83 80 

W. Bro. G. A. Stadler, Ass’t Grand Secretary 25 00 

Bro. Z. T. Griffin, Stenographer 50 00 

Rent of Central Music Hall 400 00 

Bro. John Whitley, expenses, etc., securing transportation 

for Representatives 28 50 

Pantagraph Pr’t’g and Stationery Co., printing reports. . . 317 00 

M.W. John C. Smith, expense four visits to Apple River 

Lodge by order Grand Master. 46 50 


Total $ 1,350 80 


And to the members of the committees the usual allowance of 
three dollars a day in addition to the amounts allowed by the by-laws. 

In May last your committee visited the Grand Secretary’s office 
in Bloomington and made a thorough examination of the books and 
accounts of the Grand Secretary and found them correct. 

Your committee further reports that on September 22, 1898, the 
Grand Treasurer’s office was visited and the assets owned by this 
Grand Lodge in the hands of the Grand Treasurer were inspected- 
We find the same are kept in the Royal Safety Deposit Company 
vaults, located at 169 Jackson Street, Chicago, 111., and are set apart 
separate and distinct, as the identical property of the Grand Lodge. 

The following is a complete list of the assets which were examined : 
City of Chicago 4% bonds due 1908, interest payable January 
and July, five bonds, $1,000 each, Nos. 303 R, 305 R, 306 R, 

307 R, and 370 R; January, 1899, coupons on $ 5,000 

City of Chicago school bonds, due 1911, interest payable 
January and July, ten bonds, $500 each, Nos. S 821, S 822, 

S 823, S 824, S 825, S 826, S 857, S 828, S 829, S 839; January, 

1899, coupons on 5,000 

And one bond, same description as above, S 731 1,000 

City of Chicago 4 % River Improvement bonds, due 1912, interest 
payable January and July, twenty bonds, SI, 000 each, Nos. 

23, 24, 25, 26, 27, 28, 29, 30, 31, 32, 61, 62, 63, 64, 65, 66, 67, 68, 

69, and 70, January, 1899, coupons on 20,000 

City of Chicago 4% bonds, due 1914, interest payable January 

and July, eleven bonds, $500 each, Nos. 16, 17, 18, 67, 68, 69, 

70, 71, 72, 73, and 74; January 1899, coupons on 5,500 
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City of Chicago 4% bonds, due 1921, interest payable January 
and Juty, four bonds, $1,000 each, Nos. 758, 759, 775, and 3023, 

January, 1899, coupons on $ 4,000 

City of Chicago 4 % sewerage bonds, due 1911, interest payable 
January and July, two bonds, $1,000 each, Nos. 64 and 69, 

January, 1899, coupons on 2,000 

City of Chicago 4% school bonds, due 1911, interest payable 
January and July, five bonds of $1,000 each, Nos. S440, S590, 

S 727, S 729, and S 730, January 1899, coupons on 5,000 

City of Chicago 4 % water loan bonds, due 1911, interest payable 
January and July, four bonds, $500 each, Nos. 1042, 1142, 

1143, and 1250, January, 1899, coupons on 2,000 

City of Chicago 4% World’s Columbian Exposition bond, due 
1921, interest payable January and July, one bond, No. 5647. 

January, 1899, coupon on 500 

United States 4% coupon bonds, due 1925, interest quarterly, 
eighteen bonds, $1,000 each, Nos. 63,033, 63,034, 63,035, 63,036, 

63,037, 65,467, 65,468, 75,416, 60,098, 89,988, 89,987, 90,767, 90,768, 

90,769, 90,770, 60,099, 60,100, 60,101; November, 1898, coupons 


on 18,000 

Note of A. A. Glenn, and papers connected therewith, together 
with paid-up life policy No. 99,588, Connecticut Mutual Life; 

amount of policy 5,000 

Certificate No. 844, Masonic Fraternity Temple Association in 
name of National Lodge No. 596, A.F. & A.M., eight shares, 

$100 each 800; 

All of which is fraternally submitted, 

LEROY A. GODDARD, 

GIL. W. BARNARD, 

S. W. WADDLE. 


Committee. 

KEP0BT— Committee on Appeals and Grievances, 

M.W. Bro. Monroe C. Crawford, from the Committee on 
Appeals and Grievances, presented the following* report, 
which, on motion, was adopted: 

To the M. W. Grand Lodge of Illinois, A.F. and A. M.: 

Your Committee on Appeals and Grievances fraternally report 
as follows: 

De Soto Lodge No. 287. 

vs. 


Action of lodge set aside 
-6 


| No. 1. 
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vs. 

To wanda Lodge No. 542. 
Action of lodge reversed. 


No. 2. 


Harmony Lodge No. 3. 

vs. 


Action of lodge sustained. 


No. 3. 


Farmers’ Lodge No. 232. ) 

vs. [No. 4. 


Action of lodge set aside and defendant indefinitely suspended 
from all the rights and privileges of Masonry. 


Towanda Lodge No. 542. ) 

rs. [No. 5. 


Action of lodge set aside and defendant restored to all the rights 
and privileges of Masonry. 


Henderson Lodge No. 720. 

vs. 


j- No. 6. 


Action of the lodge set aside and the accused restored. 


Excelsior Lodge No. 97. ) 

vs. [No. 7. 


Action of lodge set aside and defendant declared guilty and sus- 
pended from all the rights and privileges of Masonry for one year 
from fifth day of October, 1898. 
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Havana Lodge i 

vs. No. 8. 


Continued by operation of law. 

Fraternally submitted, 

MONROE C. CRAWFORD, 
JOSEPH E. DYAS, 

W. S. CANTRELL, 

A. H. BELL, 

EUGENE STOKER, 

Committee. 


REPORT— Committee on Lodges TJ. D. 

R.W. Bro. Charles H. Patton submitted the following 
report from the Committee on Lodges under Dispensation, 
which w T as, on motion, adopted: 

To the M. W. Grand Lodge of Illinois, A.F. and A.M.: 

Your Committee on Lodges U.D., would respectfully report that 
we have carefully examined the by-laws, record of work, and returns 
of two lodges working under dispensation since our last session and 
herewith submit the results of our investigations in each case as fol- 
lows, to-wit.: 

BRIGHTON PARK LODGE. 

This lodge is located at Brighton Park, in the city of Chicago, in 
Cook county, Illinois. The dispensation is dated December 25, A.D. 
1897, and the lodge was duly instituted December 28, A.D. 1897, by 
R.W. Bro. Herbert Preston, D.D.G.M. of the Second District. 

The record of its work is as follows, viz.: 


Petitions received 15 

Elected 14 

Rejected < 1 

Initiated .12 

Passed 11 

Raised 11 

No. named in dispensation 29 

40 

No. named in dispensation not signing petition for 
charter 4 

Total charter members 36 

who are as follows, viz.: 
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Daniel H. Crane, Herrick A. Clarke, Charles H. Rohrback, John 
Legate, James Maclaughlan, Thomas Rankin, Samuel S. Small, 
Wiley E. Hurlbut, John McKay, William F. Cooney, William Evans, 
Harvey B. Perry, John Watson, John R. McDonald, Charles Reid, 
William A. Harwood, John W. Stuart, William R. Wright, Patrick 
H. Ryan, Theodore S. Bidwell, Clarence E. Jaqua, Benton Coppiss, 
George F. Cooley, George R. Gorham, Richard Haley, William Lenz, 
Charles H. Coutts, August Cunradi, Lewis J. Isaacs, William B. Bel- 
ford, William McCarter, John R. McAllister, Webster L. Hanson, 
John C. Stewart, George Goddard, William S. Swaim. 

Your committee find the record of the work of this lodge is kept 
in a neat, orderly manner and in the form required by our laws in 
every particular, and that the by-laws conform to the requirements 
of the laws of this Grand Lodge. We therefore recommend that a 
charter be granted to this lodge as Brighton Park Lodge No. 854. 

KING OSCAR LODGE. 

This lodge is located in North End Masonic Temple, at No. 615 
North Clark street, in Chicago, Cook county, Illinois. Dispensation 
dated March 26, A.D. 1898. Instituted April 6, A.D. 1898, by R.W. 


Bro. M. Bates Iott, D.D.G.M. Third District. 

The record of its work is as follows, to-wit. : 

Petitions received 35 

Elected 27 

Rejected. 3 

Initiated 27 

Passed 23 

Raised 23 

No. named in dispensation 37 

60 

No. named in dispensation and not signing petition 
for charter 13 

Total charter members 47 

who are as follows, viz.: 


Charles Knute Pearson, William Sigismund Hussander, Sven J. 
Akeson, Nels J. Johnson, Martin Alfred Magnuson, Charles Eric Pe- 
terson, Charles Henning Hoglund, Alfred Emil Holmes, Charles Hall- 
berg, Carl W. Peterson, Adolph Walters, Lawrence Hesselroth, Nels 
Johnson, Peter Olof Peterson, Albert Waldemar Rixon, Gustaf Cas- 
per Broberg, Nels Bjornberg, Per August Hallberg, Axel Edward 
Lundberg, Nels Peter Nelson, H. B. Hawkinson, Martin Anderson, 
August Larson, Alex. Anderson, Andrew Louis Lofstrom, John Her- 
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man Hoglund, Carl Lundberg, Edwin August Olson, William Lincoln 
Ekwall, George S. Oleson, Carl Fabian Falk, Frank Oscar Strand, Os- 
car Charles Peterson, Charles John Rystrand, Nels P. Nelson, Axel 
Ahlman, Eric Forsell, Andrew Martin Samuel Soderlin, John Oswald 
Ryrholm, Frank Oscar DeSaix, Charles Philip Ekblom, Anders Ed- 
ward Anderson, Carl Johan Oscar Berggren, Edward Augustus Linn, 
Conrad Eugene Cederborg, Charles John Theodore Green, Gustaf 
Sigfrid Lundquist. 

Your committee find the by-laws, except article 8 thereof, re- 
turns of work, and records of this lodge in unexceptionable shape. A 
large amount of work has been done and this energy has been directed 
by competent legal and business minds which will make this lodge a 
prominent factor in Masonic circles at an early day. We therefore 
recommend that a charter be granted to this lodge as King Oscar 
Lodge No. 855. Fraternally submitted, 

C. H. PATTON, 

H. C. MITCHELL, 

C. J. REUTER, 
DANIEL J. AVERY, 

S. S. CHANCE, 

Committee. 


REPORT— Committee on Obituaries. 

R.W. Bro. L. C. Waters presented the following report 
from the Committee on Obituaries, which, on motion, was 
adopted by a unanimous vote: 

To the Most Worshipful Grand Lodge , A.F. andA.M. of the State of Illinois: 

Year after year this Grand Lodge is called upon to stop a few 
moments in its busy life for the purpose of paying its annual tribute 
of love and respect to the memory of the illustrious Masonic dead. 
So today the hour has again arrived for us to perform that sad duty; 
a sad duty, indeed, because our hearts are filled with sorrow when we 
remember that never again on this earth shall we have the pleasure 
of meeting these well-beloved brethren, and when we realize that all 
our relations with them, in the past so profitable to us in all ways, are 
and must be for all time only sweet and pleasant memories. This 
duty, however, with all its sadness, becomes a pleasant one, when we 
reflect on their lives and characters, and know that we are placing 
upon the mortuary pages of our records, records already so crowded, 
the names of brethren whose lives, filled so full of good deeds, so full 
of brotherly love and truth, have made the world better and brighter 
for their presence. The names of men, many of whom have risen to 


86 


Proceedings of the 


[Oct. 5, 


great eminence in professional, business, political, and social life 
Masons, all of them, in all that name implies, they have well merited 
the honors conferred upon them by their brethren. By their zealous 
labors for the good of Masonry, by their constant practice of the 
cardinal virtues, they have left us examples worthy of imitation, and 
have obtained a place in our hearts from which time can never dis- 
place them, nor rob us of the pleasure we derived from our associa- 
tions with them while in the flesh. We know that their influence for 
good will be felt for all time. These facts take away at least a por- 
tion of the sting of the knowledge of our loss, and makes this duty, in 
this respect, certainly a pleasant one. 

OUR OWN JURISDICTION. 

So far as our own jurisdiction is concerned we have great reason 
to be thankful to almighty God, as none of our past or present Grand 
Officers have been taken from us. The Angel of Death has not, how- 
ever, passed entirely over this Grand Jurisdiction, as many of the 
subordinate lodges have felt its presence, and have recorded the 
names of many of their members who have ‘ ‘fallen by the way.” 

The following list comprises all the names received by your com- 
mittee: 

W. Bro. George Washington Hill died at his residence in the 
city of Murphysboro, Illinois, October 29, 1897, aged 51 years. 

Brother Hill was born in Ewing, Franklin county, Illinois, October 
31, 1848; attended Ewing College, and for two years occupied the chair 
of Science and Latin in that institution. He was admitted to the 
practice of law in 1875, and continued in the practice of that profes- 
sion until his death. He represented his district in the State Senate 
during the thirty-seventh and thirty-eighth Assemblies. 

Brother Hill was made a Mason in Benton Lodge No. 64, affiliated 
with Murphysboro Lodge October 19, 1874, was exalted February 26, 
1874, received the Cryptic degrees in Murphysboro Council, and was a 
member of Cairo Commandery No. 13, K.T. Brother Hill served his 
lodge as W.M., his chapter as E.H.P., and at the time of his death he 
was Deputy I.M. of his council. Brother Hill had served on the Com- 
mittee on Appeals and Grievances for this Grand Lodge for fourteen 
years. 

He was returning to his home from attendance upon the last ses- 
sion of the Grand Lodge when he received the injury which resulted 
in his death. 

In every position, professional, personal, social, and political, 
Brother Hill discharged faithfully and with honor to himself, his 
every duty. 

He waslaid to rest with Masonic honors, Monday, November 1, 1897. 
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W. Bro. Charles G. Baker, past master of Garfield Lodge No. 
686, died August 3, 1898, aged 39 years. 

He received the Master Mason’s degree in Garfield Lodge May 27, 
1890. He was appointed senior steward of that lodge and advanced 
from that position by regular gradation until on December 3, 1895, he 
was elected W.M. and served faithfully in that capacity for one year. 

He was laid to rest August 5, 1898, with Masonic ceremonies. 

W. Bro. John H. Nair, past master of Garfield Lodge No. 686, de- 
parted this life April 14, 1898, aged 37 years. He was raised to the 
sublime degree of Master Mason in Garfield Lodge, April 29, 1890. He 
served his lodge faithfully and well in all the offices from junior dea- 
con up, and was elected worshipful master December 1, 1896. 

His remains were interred with Masonic honors April 16, 1898. 

Garfield Lodge has been especially stricken in the loss of her two 
youngest past masters. They were both men whom their lodge de- 
lighted to honor, and proved themselves to be worthy of the confi- 
dence reposed in them, and both will be greatly missed. 

W. Bro. Bradley M. Miller, past master of Hesperia Lodge No. 
411, entered into rest March 25, 1898, aged 48 years. 

He was raised to the sublime degree of Master Mason in Hesperia 
Lodge No. 411, June, 1889. Brother Miller was elected junior deacon 
of that lodge in 1893, and, after serving in all the intermediate offices, 
was, in 1896, elected worshipful master. He was a faithful and effi- 
cient officer, and will be greatly missed by all who knew him. 

His remains were interred in Rose Hill cemetery with Masonic 
honors by Hesperia Lodge March 27, 1898. 

W. Bro. Charles Waite died at Boulder City, Colo., June 23, 1898, 
aged 61 years. 

Brother Waite was born in Vermont, April 1, 1837, and was made 
a Master Mason in Michigan in 1862. He affiliated with Lena Lodge 
No. 174, A.P. and A.M., May 19, 1875. He was worshipful master of 
Lena Lodge for two years. 

Brother Waite, during the War of the Rebellion, enlisted as first 
lieutenant, and gradually rose to the posiion of brigadier general. 

He deserved all the honors conferred upon him. 

W. Bro. William B. Bateham, past master of Garden City Lodge 
No. 141, died May 14, 1898. 

Brother Bateham was raised to the sublime degree in Garden City 
Lodge, June 30, 1858. He was worshipful master of that lodge in 1862, 
and served in that office three terms. 

He was laid to rest in Oakwood Cemetery. The Masonic ritual 
and ceremonies were performed at his grave by the officers and breth- 
ren of his lodge. 
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W. Bro. William Jenkins died at his home in Chicago, August 29, 
1898, and was buried in Oakwood Cemetery, August 31, 1898. He was 
made a Master Mason in Philanthropic Lodge in New York, was W.M. 
of Rising Light Lodge, at Millville, N.Y., affiliated with Mendota 
Lodge No. 175, at Mendota, this state, in 1875. He served as W.M. of 
that lodge, and was its secretary for fifteen years. At the time of 
his death he was chairman of the Committee on Railroads and Trans- 
portation. He served his chapter and commandery well, and when 
called away was Deputy Grand Commander and Acting Grand Com- 
mander of Knights Templar in Illinois. 


OTHER GRAND JURISDICTIONS. 

Word comes from several other grand jurisdictions giving the 
names of quite a number of brethren who have passed away; many of 
whom have made such records during life as to render their names 
familiar wherever Masonry is known, the borders of whose jurisdic- 
tions do not limit their fame. 

The M. W. Grand Lodge of Louisiana sends notice of the death of 
M.W. Bro. John Quincy Adams Fellows, Past Grand Master of Ma- 
sons in Louisiana, who closed his earthly career and passed into rest 
Sunday, November 28, 1897, in the 73d year of his age, and the forty- 
eighth of his Masonic life. 

A splendid life has closed, its history rounded to a period. His 
usefulness to Masonry cannot be overestimated. He was called by 
his brethren to fill the highest and most responsible places in every 
branch of the fraternity, and his Masonic record, which follows, clearly 
demonstrates the confidence the entire fraternity reposed in him. 
Probably no Mason in the world had a more extended acquaintance 
with the fraternity, or was more beloved than M.W. Brother Fellows. 

He was made a Master Mason in Rising Sun Lodge No. 7, at Royal- 
ton, Vermont, November 29, 1849. He affiliated with Perfect Union 
No 1, Louisiana, in 1850, served as junior and senior warden, and was 
worshipful master of his lodge during 1856-7. He was elected M.W. 
Grand Master in 1860, when only 35 years of age, and succeeded him- 
self five different years. He was the Grand Representative to his 
Grand Lodge for California, Florida, Maryland, Mississippi, and Ver- 
mont. 

He received the capitular degrees in Orleans Chapter No. 1, in 
1852; was elected Excellent High Priest in 1855; M.E. Grand High 
Priest in 1859, and in 1865 was elected General Grand Scribe of the 
General Grand Chapter of the United States. 

In 1856 he joined Louisiana Council No. 2, and was in 186S elected 
Most 111. Grand Master. 
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Brother Fellows was Knighted in Indivisible Commandery No. 1, 
in 1856; was subsequently first Eminent Commander of Orleans Com- 
mandery No. 3. In 1865 he was elected RE. Grand Commander. 

In 1865 he was elected Grand Generalissimo of the Grand Encamp- 
ment of the U.S.; in 1868 Deputy Grand Master, and in 1871 at Balti- 
more he was elected to the position of Grand Master of the Grand 
Encampment of the U.S. A., and served one term. 

In 1856 Brother Fellows received the degrees of the Ancient and 
Accepted Scottish Rite up to the thirty-second, and in 1857 was 
crowned Inspector General of the thirty-third degree, southern juris- 
diction, and became, jointly with Bro. S. M. Todd, Inspector General 
for the States of Louisiana and Mississippi. 

It is useless to attempt to add. anything in the way of comment to 
such a history as this. Suffice it to say that there was probably no 
member of the fraternity who will be more missed or more sincerely 
mourned than the brother whose history is given here. 

He was laid to rest by the Grand Lodge of Louisiana with solemn 
Masonic rites and ceremonies. 

Virginia has been especially afflicted in the loss, during the year 
just closed, of three of her Past Grand Masters. The Grand East of 
that jurisdiction reports the fact that M.W. Bro. William B. Talia- 
ferro, Past Grand Master of Masons in Virginia, passed from this 
life on the 27th of February, 1898. 

He was Grand Master of Virginia during the years 1874-6. This 
grand old Virginia gentleman died full of years and honors. In every 
station he performed life’s duty well. Major general, legislator, judge, 
Grand Master of Masons, a devoted husband, a loving father, a sin- 
cere and humble Christian, his memory will ever remain enshrined 
amongst those who have honored the Institution which so mourns his 
loss. 


M.W. Bro. John Paterson Fitzgerald, Past Grand Master of 
Masons in Virginia, was, on the 10th day of June, 1898, called to his 
reward, and now rests from his labors. 

M.W. Brother Fitzgerald was Grand Master of Virginia during 
the years 1894-1895. 

The events of his life prove him to have been a gallant soldier, a 
learned lawyer, a true patriot, a zealous and enthusiastic Mason, a 
loving husband, a humble and sincere Christian: his memory will ever 
be cherished as such. 

In the Grand Lodge he was peculiarly beloved. No Grand Mas- 
ter ever better upheld the dignity of the office. Eloquent and cul- 
tured, his Masonic addresses were marked with the truest conception 
of the principles of Freemasonry. Long may his memory be cher- 
ished, as one who loved, and was loved by, the Craft. 
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M.W. Bro. William Francis Drinkard, Past Grand Master of 
Masons in Virginia, died at his residence in Richmond, on Monday, 
July 11, 1898, in the seventy-third year of his age. 

M.W. Brother Drinkard was Grand Master of Virginia during 
the years 1866-8. 

For years, and until failing health prevented, he was Chairman 
of the Committee on Foreign Correspondence, and as such his reports 
were marvels of excellence, conservative, kindly, yet firm in their 
conclusions. He was a man who never sacrificed a principle or shirked 
a duty. 

A soldier, an able and conscientious editor, and an upright Mason 
has gone to his reward. 

From North Dakota comes notice of the death of M.W. Bro. Wil- 
liam H. Best, Past Grand Master of that jurisdiction, who died at his 
home in the city of Fargo, May 3, 1898, aged 48 years. 

Brother Best was raised in Cataract Lodge No. 2, Minneapolis, 
Minn. At the time of his demise he was a member of Casselton Lodge 
No. 3, at Cassleton, N.Dak., over which he presided two years as wor- 
shipful master. 

He was exalted in St. Anthony’s Falls Chapter No. 3, Minneapolis, 
Minn., Knighted in Darius Commandery No. 7, K.T., Minneapolis, 
Minn., and at the time of his death was a member of Auvergne Com- 
mandery No. 2, Fargo, N. Dak. 

Brother Best was Grand Lecturer for the Grand Lodge of North 
Dakota for five years, and in 1895 was elected M.W. Grand Master of 
North Dakota. 

He held many positions of trust, having served as Mayor of Cas- 
selton for two years and chief of police of that city from 1896 to 1898. 
He served the Craft faithfully and well. 

The grand jurisdiction of Montana suffered a severe loss in the 
death of M.W. Bro. James R. Boyce, Sr., Past Grand Master of Ma- 
sons of Montana, who died at the home of his son, Bro. James R. 
Boyce, Jr., in Butte, Saturday, April 2, 1898. Through all his life 
after reaching manhood he was a devoted, zealous Mason. 

He was made a Mason in 1840, in Kentucky, affiliated with Morn- 
ing Star Lodge No. 5, in Montana; was worshipful master of his lodge 
at several different times, and in October, 1862, he was elected M.W. 
Grand Master. He was first eminent commander of Helena Com- 
mandery. First thrice* illustrious master of Helena Council, and 
high priest of Helena Chapter. In all departments of Masonic work 
he was foremost, a wise counselor, an impressive ritualist, and an in- 
spirer of zeal in others. For fifty-eight years our venerable and la- 
mented brother was a worker in the vineyard of Masonry. By every 
consideration he deserves to be ranked as one of the fathers in Ma- 
sonry in his jurisdiction. 
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Brother Boyce was buried with Masonic honors; the M.W. Grand 
Lodge performing the last sad rites of the Masonic Ritual over his 
remains. 

The Grand Lodge of Michigan announces the death of M.W. Bro. 
Daniel Striker, Past Grand Master of that jurisdiction, who died 
suddenly at his home in Hastings, April 11, 1898, aged 63 years. 

M.W. Brother Striker was made a Mason in Hastings Lodge No. 
52, November 17, 1857, and served that lodge as worshipful master 
during the years 1864, ’66, ’69, ’70. 

Was exalted a Royal Arch Mason in Battle Creek Chapter No. 68, 
and was high priest for three years. He was elected Grand High 
Priest in 1886. In 1891 he was elected General Grand Treasurer of the 
General Grand Chapter of the United States, was reelected at the 
convocation in 1894, and again in 1897. A conscientious man and Ma- 
son has gone to his reward. 

Prom the Grand East of Kansas we have intelligence of the death 
of M.W. Bro. Henry C. Cook, Past Grand-Master of Masons of Kansas^ 
who died at Kirksville, Mo., on Sunday, June 12, 1898. 

M.W. Brother Cook was made a Mason in Delavan Lodge No. 156 
at Delavan, 111. On locating in Kansas he affiliated with Adams Lodge 
No. 63 of Oswego, was Worshipful Master of that lodge and was elected 
Grand Master in 1887. Brother Cook received the Capitular degrees in 
Illinois in 1872, and was Knighted in Oswego Commandery in 1875, in 
1886 was elected R.E. Grand Commander, and in 1891 was elected 
M.E. Grand High Priest. 

M.W. Brother Cook was a man of sterling worth, integrity, and 
business ability; a Mason of intense loyalty and devotion; a brother 
whose friendship never failed the test; and a Christian gentleman of 
established character. 

He was laid to rest in the Masonic cemetery at Oswego, Tuesday, 
June 14, with the impressive ceremony of the church, and the ancient 
and beautiful ritual of the Masonic Fraternity. 

The Grand Lodge of Alabama lost one of its pillars in the death 
of M.W. Bro. Palmer Job Pillans, Past Grand Master of Masons in 
Alabama, who died at Mobile on Wednesday, June 22,- 1898, and was 
buried with Masonic honors on June 23, 1898. 

Brother Pillans was born June 30, 1816, on Edisto Island, S.C., be- 
came a lieutenant in the army during the Seminole War, attained the 
rank of major under the republic of Texas, was nominated for chief 
justice in the first attempted organization of New Mexico as a state, 
and during the Civil War became a lieutenant-colonel of infantry. 

Brother Pillans was for more than forty years an earnest, active 
member of the Grand Lodge, and was Grand Master in 1875 and 1876. 
He was for twenty years chairman of the Committee on Foreign Cor- 
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respondence, and his reports were interesting and profitable to the 
Fraternity. 

Full of years and honors, our dear brother has left us. 

From the Grand East of Arkansas the sad intelligence reaches us 
that M.W. Bro. James M. Harkey, Past Grand Master of Masons in 
Arkansas, died at Sweet Home, that state, Tuesday, September 28? 
1897, in the sixty-fifth year of his age. 

Brother Harkey served his Grand Lodge long and faithfully, not 
only as Grand Master, but in many other capacities. He was always 
present at its meetings, working on some committee, or directing their 
council by his wise advice. His character was strong and plain, and 
he held a high place in the hearts of the people, and will be univer- 
sally mourned by all members of the fraternity who knew him. 

R.W. Bro. JOHN W. Widderfield, Past Deputy Grand Master of 
Masons in Colorado, departed this life full of years and honors at his 
home in Trinidad, July 4, 1898, and on J uly 6, his remains were deposited 
in their last resting place with the impressive ceremonies of the Craft, 
which were rendered by Las Animas Lodge No. 28. 

R.W. Brother Widderfield was born in Charlottesville, Virginia, 
March 10, 1826. He removed to Colorado in 1876; was worshipful 
master of King Solomon Lodge for three years: was elected Deputy 
Grand Master in 1883. 

May the memory of his many virtues be ever in our hearts, and 
may the example of his noble character stimulate us in the pursuit 
of nobler deeds and higher actions. 

R.W. Bro. William Abram Love, M.D., Past Deputy Grand Mas- 
ter of Masons in Georgia, after a long illness, and at the advanced 
age of 74 years, was called from the scenes of his earthly career, 
January 22, 1898. 

R.W. Brother Love graduated in medicine from the medical de- 
partment of the University of Pennsylvania in 1844, filled the chair 
of physiology in the medical college of Atlanta, and at the time of 
his death was president of the faculty of that college. 

His Masonic record is long and replete with honors. He was raised 
in 1848, exalted in 1849, and knighted in 1852; received the Thirty- 
second degree in 1890. Brother Love was worshipful master of his 
lodge in 1854, high priest in 1869, thrice illustrious master in 1890-91. 
He was elected Deputy Grand Master in 1867. Deputy Grand High 
Priest in 1892-93, Deputy Grand Master of the Grand Council from 1890 
to the time of his death, and was General Grand Principal Conductor 
of the General Grand Council from 1894 to 1897. 

Verily the hoary head is a crown of glory when associated with 
deeds of charity and brotherly love. 
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R.W. Bro. Charles C. Stevenson, Grand Secretary and Chair- 
man of the Committee on Foreign Correspondence of the Grand Lodge 
of Idaho, died at Boise City, on the evening of February 28, 1898, after 
but a brief illness. His funeral was conducted by the Grand Lodge 
on March 3, and his remains were consigned to the earth with all the 
honor befitting the high and important positions to which his brethren 
had called him. 

R.W. Brother Stevenson was made a Master Mason in 1886, was 
elected worshipful master in 1889; in September of that year he was 
appointed to the position of Chairman of the Committee on Foreign 
Correspondence, which position he creditably filled until death called 
him away from his labors. He was elected high priest of his chapter 
in 1895, and was elected Grand Secretary of the Grand Lodge in 1895. 

A true man and Mason has left us. 

R.W. Bro. George C. Davis, died suddenly on October 21, 1897, in 
his office in London, Ont., through the effects of an accidental over- 
dose of chloroform. 

R.W. Brother Davis was 38 years of age, and was a native of Lon- 
don, Ont. He took a very active part in municipal affairs, and held 
several public offices. As a Mason he was highly esteemed. He was 
worshipful master of his lodge in 1888. In 1890 he was elected Junior 
Grand Warden; and since that he has been a member of the Board of 
General Purposes, and chairman of the committee on the Fraternal 
Dead. He was a member of St. John’s R. A. Chapter No. 3, and Coeur 
de Lion Preceptory No. 4 K. T. 

The funeral was of a private nature and occurred on the 23d inst. 

R.W. Brother Davis was, at the time of his decease, the Repre- 
sentative of this Grand Lodge near the Grand Lodge of Canada. 

The Grand Secretary of the Grand Lodge of New Brunswick, under 
date of May 13, 1898, gives notice of the death (April 21, 1898,) at 
St. Johns, N.B., of Past Deputy Grand Master J. Henry Leonard, 
Representative of this Grand Lodge near the Grand Lodge of New 
Brunswick, and says of him: “No brother in this jurisdiction was 
more highly esteemed as a Mason or beloved as a man, for his kindh T , 
genial character endeared him to his whole acquaintance.” 

To the record given above we should supplement the fact that in 
our own jurisdiction, as in all others, a large number of brethren who, 
while not rising to the eminence of those of whom we have spoken, 
but who served the Craft in their stations faithfully and well, have, 
during the year just closed, passed from us. They are entitled to the 
honor and credit due to faithful and conscientious workmen, and 
their memories will ever remain safely lodged in the repositories of 
the faithful breasts of their associates in Masonry. 
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“Soft and safe be the earthly beds of our brethren; bright and 
glorious be their rising from them. Fragrant be the sprigs of acacia 
which there flourish. May the earliest buds of spring unfold their 
beauties over their resting places, and in the bright morning of the 
world’s resurrection, may their souls spring into newness of life and 
expand in immortal beauty in realms beyond the skies.” 

L. C. WATERS, 

GEO. W. CYRUS, 

W. J. FRISBEE. 


ADDITIONAL EEPOET— Committee on Jurisprudence. 

M.W. Bro. John M. Pearson presented the following ad- 
ditional report from the Committee on Jurisprudence which 
was on motion adopted: 

To the M. W. Grand Lodge of Illinois, A.F. and A.M.: 

Your Committee on Jurisprudence to which was referred by ac- 
tion of the M.W. Grand Master, the present standing of the nineteen 
members of the late Apple River Lodge No. 548, who participated in 
the defiance of the authority of this Grand Lodge, respectfully re- 
ports that in order that no unusually severe course be taken, your 
committee respectfully recommends the adoption of the following 
resolution, to-wit.: 

Resolved , That upon confession of the error, and proper regret for 
the same, to the satisfaction of the M.W. Grand Master, he is hereby 
authorized to direct the Grand Secretary to issue the usual certificate, 
upon the customary conditions; and that until such confession and re- 
gret, the said nineteen defiant members of said late lodge are hereby 
indefinitely suspended from all the rights and privileges of Masonry. 

Respectfully submitted, 

JOHN M. PEARSON, 

D. M. BROWNING, 
OWEN SCOTT, 

Committee. 

INVITATION— To Visit Chicago Lodge No 437. 

The Grand Secretary read an invitation from Chicago 
Lodge No. 437, to the members of the Grand Lodge inviting 
them to attend a meeting of that body Wednesday evening. 
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A DECISION— By the Grand Master, 

Is there any short form of work and what does section 3, article 
18, part 2, G.L. By-laws mean? 

The above question was asked of the Grand Master in 
open Grand Lodge and he rendered the following decision, 
which on motion of M. W. Bro. Scott, was approved by vote 
of the Grand Lodge: 

There is no short form of work. Section 3, article 18, part 2, 
Grand Lodge By-laws means that the explanatory parts of the Entered 
Apprentice degree, the second section of the Fellow Craft degree, the 
historical account in the Master Mason’s degree, and the charge in 
each degree may be given to more than one candidate at the same 
time, but all other parts of the degrees must be given in full to each 
and every candidate separately. 


CALLED OFT, 

At 2 o’clock p.m., the Grand Lodge was called from 
labor to refreshment until 9 o’clock Thursday morning. 
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THIRD DAY. 

Thursday, Oct. 6, A.L. 5898. ) 

9 o’clock a.m. ) 

The Grand Lodge was called from refreshment to labor 
by the M.W. Grand Master. Grand Officers and Represent- 
atives as yesterday. 


EE PORT — Committee on Chartered Lodges. 

R.W. Bro. L. L. Munn presented the following report 
from the Committee on Chartered Lodges, which on motion 
w T as_adopted: 


To the Grand Lodge of Illinois A.F. and A.M.: 

Your Committee on Chartered Lodges are pleased to report that 
they have carefully examined the returns of the constituent lodges 
for the year ending June 30, 1898. We find that all but DeKalb Lodge 
No. 144, have made returns to the Grand Secretary, but that the fol- 
lowing lodges have not paid their Grand Lodge dues, viz: Nos. 144, 386, 
409, 761, and 798. 

The following summary of the tabulated statement is submitted: 


INCREASE, 1897-8. 


Number raised 

Number reinstated 

Number admitted 

Number added for error 


2,762 


323 

811 

31 


Total increase 


3,927 


DECREASE, 1897-8. 


Number suspended 1,341 

Number expelled 14 

Number dimitted 1,210 

Number died 719 

Number deducted for error 15 

Total decrease 3,299 
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Net gain in membership 628 

Total membership June 30, 1898 54,080 

Resident members 50,432 

Non-resident members 3,548 

Number initiated 2,879 

Number passed 2,704 

Total amount received for dues in 1898 $40,077.00 

Contributed by lodges for their own needy members, their 

widows, and orphans. 21,425.69 

Contributed to those not members 7,034.60 

Contributed to Illinois Masonic Orphans’ Home 1,603.41 

Contributed to Home for the Aged 20.00 


Total contributions for charity $30,083.70 


All of which is fraternally submitted, 

L. L. MUNN, 

FRANK W. HAVILL, 

THOS. W. WILSON, 

L. K. BYERS, 

JAMES L. SCOTT, 

Committee. 

The Grand Secretary announced that DeKalb Lodge 
No. 144 and Bridgeport No. 886, had paid their dues after 
the time prescribed by the Grand Lodge By-laws, and moved 
the Representatives be granted mileage and per diem, 
which was carried. 


ADDITIONAL REPOET—Oommittee on Pinance. 

Bro. Samuel W. Waddle, from the Committee on Pinance, 
presented the following additional report, which, on motion, 
was adopted: 

To the M. W. Grand Lodge of Illinois , A.F. and A.M.: 

Your Committee on Finance to whom was referred the several bills 
presented by the W.M. of Tyrian Lodge No. 333, in the trial of a 
brother of Mechanicsburg Lodge by order of the M.W. Grand Master 
fraternally reports as follows: 

That the amount of $3.25 paid by Tyrian Lodge for stamps, envel- 
opes, and notices be allowed and an order drawn for the amount. 

That the bills of $18.00 for cigars and $7.50 for ice cream furnished 
the brethren of the lodge during the trial be not allowed. 

Two other bills in connection with said trial are presented, the 
first of which is as follows: 
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“Springfield, III., August 1, 1*898. 
Expenses of Tyrian Lodge No. 333 A.P. and A.M., for the trial: 


To Masonic Board of Control for use of Masonic Hall: 

Six night meetings at $7.50 per meeting $ 45 00 

To extra services of tyler during these meetings 10 00 

To Board of Control of Chapter and Commandery: 

Six night meetings at $7.50 per meeting $ 45 00 

To extra services of janitor during these meetings 5 00 


$105 00 

And the second is as follows: 

Springfield, ill., June 15, 1898. 
Tyrian Lodge No. 333, A.F. and A.M., to Thomas H. Cheney, Dr. 
To transcript of evidence before committee in the matter 
of the charges against of Mechanicsburg 


Lodge No. 299, A.F. and A.M.: 

To 2,560 fos. at 15 cents per fo $384 00 

To duplicate copy of same at 5 cents per fo 128 00 


$512 00 

Discount 25 percent 128 00 


$384 00 

To two days attendance at $5 per day 10 00 

To binding evidence 1 50 


Total amount due $395 50 


As to the last two bills herein mentioned, your committee is not 
in possession of sufficient evidence or information to recommend their 
allowance. We therefore recommend that they be referred to the 
M.W. Grand Master for investigation and such adjudication as he 
may deem just and equitable, together with such other bills or ex- 
penses in connection with said trial. 

In relation to the request of Waubansia Lodge No. 160 for return 
of a fee of $55 which was received by them for conferring the degrees 
upon one P. H. McLellan, and which sum was paid into the treasury 
of the Grand Lodge, your committee recommends that the amount 
be returned to Waubansia Lodge and that the Grand Secretary be 
directed to draw an order in accordance therewith. 

In the matter of the commemoration of the one hundredth anni- 
versary of the death of Brother George Washington, your committee 
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fraternally refers the same to the Grand Lodge without recommenda- 
tion. Fraternally submitted, 

L. A. GODDARD, 

GIL. W. BARNARD, 

S. W. WADDLE, 

Committee. 


ADDITIONAL EEPOET— Committee on Finance. 

The Finance Committee presented the following addi- 
tional report, which, on motion, was adopted: 

To the M. W. Grand Lodge of Illinois, A.F. and A.M.: 

Your Committee on Finance to whom was referred the recom- 
mendation of the M.W. Grand Master, looking to the payment of 
mileage and per diem to the Permanent Members of the Grand Lodge, 
fraternally report that they have given the subject due consideration 
and recommend that section 6, article 13, part 1, of Grand Lodge By- 
laws be amended by inserting after the word “constitution” in the 
second line of said section, the following: “Such Past Grand Mas- 
ters, Past Deputy Grand Masters, and Past Grand Wardens as shall 
be present and shall be members of constituent lodges in Illinois.” 
Provided , That if any such permanent member in attendance on 
the sessions of the Grand Lodge, be at the time a sojourner outside of 
Illinois, his mileage shall be computed from the location of his lodge. 

The majority of the committee deem it proper to state in this con- 
nection that Past Grand Master Goddard, its chairman, took no part 
in the deliberations of the committee on this question. 

Fraternally submitted, 

GIL. W. BARNARD, 

S. W. WADDLE, 

Committee. 


SPECIAL EEPOET— Committee on Correspondence. 

M.W. Brother Robbins read his “special report” upon 
“Recognized, Recognizable, and Other Governing Bodies,” 
as printed on pages 125-143, Appendix, part 1 of this volume, 
and closing as follows, viz.: 

In submitting the following lists we have had reference to the 
originally lawful character of the bodies named, and also to the ques- 
tion whether they have since set up any conditions or distinctions as 
tests of admission thereto not recognized by the charges of a Free- 
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mason, and which would consequently prevent the Masons of Illinois 
from meeting them upon the level of a perfect equality whether in 
the governing or constituent lodges. 

Recognized Grand Lodges: Alabama, Arizona, Arkansas, British Col- 
umbia, California, Canada, Colorado, Connecticut, Cuba, Delaware, 
District of Columbia, England, Florida, Georgia, Idaho, Indiana, In- 
dian Territory, Iowa, Ireland, Kansas, Kentucky, Louisiana, Maine, 
Manitoba, Maryland, Massachusetts, Michigan, Minnesota, Missis- 
sippi, Missouri, Montana, Nebraska, Nevada, New Brunswick, New 
Hampshire, New Jersey, New Mexico, New South Wales. New York, 
New Zealand, North Carolina, North Dakota, Nova Scotia, Ohio, Okla- 
homa, Oregon, Pennsylvania, Prince Edward Island, Quebec, Rhode 
Island, Scotland, South Australia, South Carolina, South Dakota, 
Tennessee, Texas, Utah, Vermont, Victoria. Virginia, Washington, 
West Virginia, Wisconsin, Wyoming. 

To this list should be added Tasmania, the conditions having long 
been ripe for the recognition of that Grand Lodge. Recognition has 
only waited upon their formal request therefor, and is herewith recom- 
mended. 

The English District Grand Lodges and the Scotch and Irish Pro- 
vincial Grand Lodges existing in the British colonies, or other open 
territory, are included in the recognition of the parent bodies. 

Grand Lodges known to have originally derived their Masonry wholly or in 
part from lawful sources , and which in the present state of our knowledge it is 
deemed expedient neither to accept nor reject as lawful members of the Masonic 
body: The three Prussian Grand Lodges — The Three Globes, the Grand 
National Lodge of Germany, and the Royal York of Friendship, at 
Berlin; and the Grand Lodges of Concord (Zur Eintracht), at Darm- 
stadt; Eclectic Union, Frankfort; Saxony, Dresden; The Sun (Zur 
Sonne), Bayreuth; The Netherlands, the Hague; National, of Egypt, 
Cairo. Also the lodges composing “The Free Association of Five 
Independent Lodges in Germany,” viz.: Minerva, of the Three Palms, 
and Baldwin of the Linden, both at Leipsig; Archimedes of the Three 
Tracing Boards, Altenburg; Carl of the Wreath of Rue, Hildburg- 
hausen; Archimedes of the Eternal Union, Gera. 

The following bodies are deemed to be without authority in Symbolic or 
Craft Masonry and the members of their obedience ineligible to visit lodges in 
Illinois: Grand Lodge of Alpina, St. Galleen, Switzerland; Grand Ori- 
ent of Argentine Republic, Buenos Ayres; Grand Orient of Belgium, 
Brussels; Grand Orient of Brazil, Rio Janeiro; Grand Orient of Chili, 
Valparaiso; National Grand Lodge of Denmark, Copenhagen; Grand 
Orient of France, Paris ( interdict ); Grand Orient of Greece, Athens; 
Symbolic Grand Lodge of Hungary, Budapest; Grand Lodge of Ham- 
burg, Hamburg ( interdict ); Grand Orient of Italy, Rome; Grand Lodge 
of Luxemberg; Grand Symbolic Diet of Mexico, its constituent Grand 
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Lodges and all other Grand Lodges in that country; Grand Lodge of 
Norway, Christiana; United Grand Orient of Lusitania (Portugal), 
Lisbon; Grand Lodge of Peru, Lima; Independent Grand Lodge of the 
Dominican Republic, San Domingo; Grand Orient of Spain, Madrid; 
Grand Lodge of Spain, Cadiz; Grand Lodge of Sweden, Stockholm 
Grand Orient of Uruguay, Montivideo; Grand Orient of Venezuela, 
Caracas; and all supreme councils , or sovereign sanctuaries , or other powers 
however named , wherever situated, of whatever rite— excepting Grand Lodges of 
Free and Accepted Masons — assuming to erect lodges with authority to confer 
the degrees of Symbolic Masonry. 

Your committee recommends the adoption of the resolutions ap- 
pended to this report. Fraternally submitted, 

Joseph Robbins, 

Committee on Correspondence. 

Resolved , That the Grand Lodge of Tasmania having been regu- 
larly formed by the concurrent action of the lodges having rightful 
authority in the premises, is hereby recognized as possessed of ex- 
clusive jurisdiction in that colony and cordially welcomed into the 
great family of Grand Lodges. 

Resolved , That inasmuch as the Grand Lodges composing the Ger- 
man Grand Lodge League (Grosslogen Bund) have abdicated the author- 
ity to control their relations with other Grand Lodges and therefore 
can no longer treat with them upon an equal footing, it is hereby di- 
rected that the recognition heretofore accorded to the said German 
grand bodies, or any of them, as independent Grand Lodges, be with- 
drawn without prejudice to their authority within the circumscribed 
domain in which they still maintain the right of separate action, and 
that all correspondence heretofore existing and based upon such rec- 
ognition, be discontinued. 

M.W. Bro. Robbins moved the adoption of the foregoing 
resolutions. 

M.W. Bro. John G. Smith, moved to amend the first 
resolution, as follows: 

Insert after the word Tasmania, in the first line the words ‘“and 
Grand Lodge of Egypt;” also strike out the words “that Colony” in 
the fourth line, and insert the words “their respective countries.” 

R W. Brother C. M. Forman moved to postpone the con- 
sideration of the amendment till next annual communication. 
This motion was lost. The amendment proposed by M.W. 
Brother Smith was also lost. M.W. Brother Robbins 1 mo- 
tion to adopt the resolutions was then carried. 
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ADDITIONAL EEPOET— Committee on Appeals and Grievances. 
M.W. Bro. Monroe C. Crawford, from the Committee on 
Appeals and Grievances, presented the following additional 
report, which was on motion adopted. 

In the Matter of ) 

Ohio Lodge No. 814. j 

Recommend that defendant be expelled from all the rights and 
privileges of Masonry. Respectfully submitted, 

MONROE C. CRAWFORD, 
JOSEPH E. DYAS, 

W. S. CANTRALL, 

EUGENE STOKER, 

Committee. 

EEPOET— Committee on Mileage and Per Diem. 

R. W. Bro. John A. Ladd, from the Committee on Mileage 
and Per Diem, presented the following report, which was, 
on motion, adopted: 

To the M. W. Grand Lodge of Illinois , A. F. and A. Masons: 

Your Committee on Mileage and Per Diem would fraternally re- 
port that the following Grand Officers, members of Committees, and 
Representatives, members of this Grand Lodge, are entitled to mile- 
age and per diem as set forth in the following pages. 

Fraternally submitted, JNO. A. LADD, 

EDW. L. WAHL, 

E. C. PACE, 

Chicago, October 7, 1898. Committee. 


GRAND OFFICERS. 


NAMES. 

OFFICE. 

| Miles 

Mileage. . . 

Per Diem. | 

Total 

RESIDENCE. 

Edward Cook 

Grand Master 


$ 

$. .. 

$ 

Chicago. 

Peoria. 

Chas. F. Hitchcock 

Dep. Grand Master. . 

145 

14 50 

6 

20 50 

George M. Moulton 

Wm. B. Wright 

Senior Gr. Warden.. 

1 

10 

6 

6 10 

Chicago. 

Effingham. 

Junior Gr. Warden . . 

199 

19 90 

6 

25 90 

Wiley M. Egan 

Grand Treasurer 

2 

20 


20 

Chicago. 

J. H. C. Dill 

Grand Secretary 

126 

12 60 


12 60 

Bloomington 

A. M. White 

Grand Chaplain 

3 

30 

’ 6 

6 30 

Chicago. 

John C. Smith 

Grand Orator 

2 

20 

6 

6 20 

Chicago. 

Decatur. 

Chicago. 

Greenville. 

George A. Stadler 

J. D. Everett 

Dep. Gr. Secretary.. 
Grand Pursuivant 

170 

17 00 

6 

6 

23 00 

6 00 

C. J. Bindley 

Gr a n d Ma rsh al 

249 

24 90 

4 

28 90 

Walter Watson 

Gr. Standard Bearer 

263 

26 30 

6 

32 30 

Mt. Vernon. 

Adam Ortseifen 

Gr. Sword Bearer. . . 

4 

40 

6 

6 40 

Chicago. 

Chester E. Allen 

Senior Gr. Deacon. . . 

163 

16 30 

6 

22 30 

Galesburg. 

H. C. Clark 

Junior Gr. Deacon. . . 

56 

5 60 

6 

11 60 

Kankakee. 

Geo. W. Hamilton 

Grand Steward 

209 

20 90 

6 

26 90 

Prairie City. 

Barry. 

Decatur. 

W. W. Watson 

Grand Steward 

263 

26 30 

6 

32 30 

J. S. McClelland 

Grand Steward 

170 

17 00 

6 

23 00 

Samuel Coffinberry 

Grand Steward 

145 

14 50 

6 

20 50 

Peoria. 

R. R. Stevens 

Grand Tyler 

1 

10 

6 

6 10 

Chicago. 
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DISTRICT DEPUTY GRAND MASTERS. 


NAMES. 

DISTRICTS. 

Miles 

Mileage... 

Per Diem. | 

Total 

RESIDENCE. 

W. M. Burbank 

1st 

District. 

3 

$ 30 

$6 

$ 6 30 

Chicago. 

Herbert Preston 

2d 

“ 

4 

40 

6 

6 40 

Chicago. 

M. B. Iott 

3d 

“ 

12 

1 20 

6 

7 20 

Chicago. 

Luman T. Hoy 

4th 

“ 

51 

5 10 

6 

11 10 

Woodstock. 

Jacob Krohn 

5th 

“ 

114 

11 40 

6 

17 40 

Freeport. 

Mt. Carroll. 

Chas. E. Grove 

6th 


127 

12 70 

6 

18 70 

Daniel D. Hunt 

7th 


58 

5 80 

6 

11 80 

DeKalb. 

John B. Fithian 

8th 


37 

3 70 

6 

9 70 

Joliet. 

F. E. Hoberg 

9th 

“ 

100 

10 00 

6 

16 00 

Peru. 

T. Van Antwerp 

10 th 

“ 

130 

13 00 

6 

19 00 

Sparland. 

H. C. Cleaveland 

11th 

“ 

162 

16 20 

6 

22 20 

Rock Island. 

O. F. Kirkpatrick 

12th 

“ 

210 

21 00 

6 

27 00 

Blandinsville. 

S. G. Jarvis 

13th 

“ 

157 

15 70 

6 

21 70 

Victoria. 

Eouis Zinger 

14th 

“ 

158 

15 80 

6 

21 80 

Pekin. 

D. D. Darrah 

15th 

“ 

126 

12 60 

6 

18 60 

Bloomington. 

W. H. McClain 

16 th 


85 

8 50 

6 

13 50 

Onarga. 

Robert L. McKinlay 

17th 

“ 

160 

16 00 

6 

22 00 

Paris. 

Chas. F. Tenney 

18th 

“ 

153 

15 30 

6 

21 30 

Bement. 

R. D. Lawrence 

19th 

“ 

185 

18 50 

6 

24 50 

Springfield. 

Albert P. Grout 

20th 

“ 

235 

23 50 

6 

29 50 

Winchester. 

W. 0. Butler 

21st 

“ 

216 

21 60 

6 

27 60 

LaHarpe. 

Hugh Snell 

23d 


231 

23 10 

6 

29 10 

Litchfield. 

W. H. Lathrop 

24th 

“ 

222 

22 20 

6 

28 20 

Newton. 

C. Rohrbaugh 

25th 

“ 

229 

22 90 

6 

28 90 

Kinmundy. 

H. T. Burnap 

26th 

“ 

259 

25 90 

6 

31 90 

Upper Alton. 

James Douglass 

27th 

“ 

321 

32 10 

6 

38 10 

Chester. 

J. M. Burkhart 

28th 

“ 

326 

32 60 

6 

38 60 

Marion. 

Henry T. Goddard 

29th 

“ 

252 

25 20 

6 

31 20 

Mt. Carmel. 

J. M. Jones 

30th 

“ 

353 

35 30 

6 

41 30 

New Gr. Chain 


COMMITTEES. 


NAMES. 

Miles 

Mileage. . . 

Per Diem. | 

Total ! 

RESIDENCE. 

APPEALS AND GRIEVANCES. 






Monroe C. Crawford % 

330 

$33 00 

$30 

$ 63 00 

Jonesboro. 

Joseph E. Dyas 

160 

16 00 

30 

46 00 

Paris. 

Wm. S. Cantrell 

307 

30 70 

30 

60 70 

Benton. 

Eugene L. Stoker 

12 

1 20 

30 

31 20 

Evanston. 

Alex. H. Bell 

224 

22 40 

30 

52 40 

Carlinville. 

CHARTERED LODGES. 






Loyal L. Munn 

114 

11 40 

20 

31 40 

Freeport. 

Mt. Carmel. 

Frank W. Havill 

252 

25 20 

20 

45 20 

L. K. Byers 

148 

14 80 

20 

34 80 

Altona. 

James L. Scott 

172 

17 20 

20 

37 20 

Mattoon. 

Thomas W. Wilson 

185 

18 50 

20 

38 50 

Springfield. 

CORRESPONDENCE. 






Joseph Robbins 

263 

26 30 

15 

41 30 

Quincy. 
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committees — Continued. 


NAMES. 

Miles 

Mileage. . . 1 

Per Diem. 

Total 

RESIDENCE. 

CREDENTIALS. 


- 




J. I. McClintock 

284 

$28 40 

$20 

$48 40 

Carmi. 

P. W. Barclay 

365 

36 50 

20 

56 50 

Cairo. 

R. R. Jampolis 

7 

70 

20 

20 70 

Austin. 

FINANCE. 






Leroy A. Goddard 



20 

20 00 

Chicago. 

Gil. W. Barnard 

1 

10 

20 

20 10 

Chicago. 

Samuel W. Waddle 

126 

12 60 

20 

32 60 

Bloomington. 

GRAND MASTER’S ADDRESS. 






W. E. Ginther 

182 

18 20 

20 

38 20 

Charleston. 

C. H. Martin 

226 

22 60 

20 

42 60 

Lawrence v’le 

R. A. Youngblood *. 

307 

30 70 

20 

50 70 

Benton. 

LODGES UNDER DISPENSATION. 






Chas. H. Patton 

282 

28 20 

20 

48 20 

Mt. Vernon. 

S. S. Cbance 

249 

24 90 

20 

44 90 

Salem. 

G. J. Reuter 

286 

28 60 

20 

48 60 

Lebanon. 

Daniel J. Avery 

2 

20 

20 

20 20 

Chicago. 

H. C. Mitchell 

308 

30 80 

20 

50 80 

Carbondale. 

MASONIC JURISPRUDENCE. 






John M. Pearson 

252 

25 20 

20 

45 20 

Godfrey. 

Daniel M. Browning 

280 

28 00 

20 

48 00 

E. St. Louis. 

Owen Scott 

126 

12 60 

20 

32 60 

Bloomington. 

MILEAGE AND PER DIEM. 






John A. Ladd 

110 

11 00 

30 

41 00 

Sterling. 

Edw. L. Wahl 

230 

'23 00 

30 

53 00 

V and alia. 

Edw. C. Pace 

266 

26 60 

30 

56 60 

Ashley. 

OBITUARIES. 






L. C. Waters 



20 

20 00 

Chicago. 

Geo. W. Cyrus 

242 

24 20 

20 

44 20 

Camp4?oint. 

W. J. Frisbee. . . . : 

192 

19 20 

20 

39 20 

Bushnell. 

PETITIONS. 






C. M. Forman 

321 

32 10 

20 

52 10 

Chester. 

Benj. Hagle 

228 

22 80 

20 

42 80 

Louisville. 

A. W. Blakesley 

263 

26 30 

20 

46 20 

Quincy. 

RAILROADS AND TRANSPORTATION. 






J. O. Clifford 

25 

2 50 

20 

22 50 

Wheaton. 

John Whitley 



20 

20 00 

Chicago. 

TO EXAMINE VISITORS. 





A. B. Ashley 

15 

1 50 

15 

16 50 

La Grange. 

J. E. Evans 

145 

14 50 

15 

29 50 

Monticello. 

W. B. Grimes 

246 

24 60 

15 

39 60 

Pittsfield. 

J. W. Rose 

231 

23 10 

15 

38 10 

Litchfield. 

J. R. Ennis 

O7O 

27 20 

15 

42 20 

Burnt Prairie 
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REPRESENTATIVES. 




LODGES. 


NO. 


NAMES. 


Bodley 

Equality 

Harmony 

Springfield . . 
Friendship . 

Macon 

Rushville 

St. Johns 

Warren 

Peoria 

Temperance 

Macomh 

Clinton 

Hancock 

Cass 

St. Clair 

Franklin 

Hiram 

Piasa 

Pekin 

Mt. Vernon. . 

Oriental 

Barry 

Charleston . . . 
Kavanaugh . , 
Monmouth . . 
Olive Branch 

Herman 

Occidental . . . 

Mt. Joliet 

Bloomington 

Hardin 

G-riggsville . . 

Temple 

Caledonia 

Unity 

Cambridge . . 
Carrollton. . . 
Mt. Moriah. . 
Benevolent. . 

Jackson 

Washington. 

Trio 

Fraternal 

New Boston . 

Belvidere 

Lacon 

St. Marks 

Benton 

Euclid 

Pacific 

Acacia 

Eureka 

Central 

Chester 

Rockton 

Roscoe 

Mt. Nebo 

Prairie 

Waukegan . . 


1 

George W. Good 7. 

263 

2 

George A. Bourland 

304 

3 

John R. Davis 

215 

4 

Jacob Frisch 

185 

7 

E. A. Bartholomew 

98 

8 

J. W. Carter 

170 

9 

W. I. Larash 

228 

13 

Herman Grossman 

100 

14 

J. C. Hart 

310 

15 

F. L. Tompkins 

145 

16 

A. L. Kirk 

230 

17 

Robert E. Johnson 

204 

19 

F. E. Blane 

188 

20 

Willard C. Hamilton 

239 

23 

Joseph B. Roach 

225 

24 

James A. Farmer 

295 

25 W. H. Marsh 

259 

26 Fred W. Field 

168 

27 Adam W. Reed 

257 

29 Fred W. Soady 

158 

31 Allen C. Tanner 

282 

33! Frank T. Wyatt 

1 

34 H. L. Langerhuas 

263 

35 C. C. Webb 

182 

36 Frank Fraser 

144 

37 D. Q. Webster 

179 

38lW. S. Mathews 

124 

39 Henry Ohlschlager 

263 

40 

W. D. Fullerton 

84 

42 

Ferdinand Munch 

37 

43 

John B. Lennon 

126 

44 

E. A. Perry 

255 

45 

Fred H. Farrand 

246 

46 

James A. Smith 

145 

47 

J. W. Hood 

368 

48 

W. P. Lillibridge 

36 

49 

R. H Hinman 

154 

50 

Louis Kensler 

249 

51 

Amos Sawyer 

239 

52 

F. A. Neville 

238 

53 

E. J. Scarborough 

195 

55 

W. W. Watts 

277 

57 

D. J. Sears 

162 

58 

R. Adkins 

145 

59 

George R. Merrill 

191 

60 

Jerome H. Thomas 

78 

61 

Richard H. Maxwell 

128 

63 

G. B. Richards 

51 

64 

A. G. Orr 

307 

65 

E. E. Sargent 

30 

66 

W. I. Peckenpaugh 

169 

67 

Louis F. Grube 

99 

69 

Godfrey Blaser 

168 

71 

George J. Barrett 

185 

72 

E. A. Dudenbostel 

321 

74 

J. A. Darcus 

102 

75 

J. M. Rhodes 

85 

76 

Alex. C. Burgdorff . . 

224 

77 G. M. Clinton 

160 

78 J David Raeside 

35 


Mileage .. j 

Per Diem, j 

$ 26 30 

$ 6 

30 40 

6 

21 50 

6 

18 50 

6 

9 80 

6 

17 00 

6 

22 80 

6 

10 00 

6 

31 00 

6 

14 50 

6 

23 00 

6 

20 40 

6 

18 80 

6 

23 90 

6 

22 50 

6 

29 50 

6 

25 90 

6 

16 80 

6 

25 70 

6 

15 80 

6 

28 20 

6 

10 

6 

26 30 

6 

18 20 

6 

14 40 

6 

17 90 

6 

12 40 

6 

26 30 

6 

8 40 

6 

3 70 

6 

12 60 

6 

25 50 

6 

24 60 

6 

14 50 

6 

36 80 

4 

3 60 

6 

15 40 

6 

24 90 

6 

23 90 

6 

23 80 

6 

19 50 

6 

27 70 

6 

16 20 

6 

14 50 

6 

19 10 

6 

7 80 

6 

12 80 

6 

5 10 

6 

30 70 

6 

3 00 

6 

16 90 

6 

9 90 

6 

16 80 

6 

18 50 

6 

3 i 10 

6 

10 20 

6 

8 50 

6 

22 40 

6 

16 00 

6 

3 50 

6 


1-3 


p 


$32 30 

36 40 

27 50 
24 50 

15 80 

23 00 

28 80 

16 00 

37 00 

20 50 
29 00 
26 40 

24 80 

29 90 

28 50 

35 50 
31 90 
22 80 

31 70 

21 80 
34 20 

6 10 

32 30 

24 20 
20 40 

23 90 
18 40 

32 30 

14 40 
9 70 

18 60 
31 50 

30 60 

20 50 
40 80 

9 60 

21 40 
30 90 

29 90 
29 80 

25 50 

33 70 

22 20 
20 50 
25 10 

13 80 
18 80 
11 10 

36 70 
9 00 

22 90 

15 90 
22 80 

24 50 

38 10 

16 20 

14 50 
28 40 
22 00 

9 50 
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LODGES. 

NO. 

NAMES. 

Miles 

Mileage... 

Per Diem. 

Total 


79 

Samuel Sharp 

261 

$26 10 

$6 

$32 

Whitehall 

80 

Charles Richert 

240 

24 00 

6 

30 


81 

j. p. Hausan 

25 

2 50 

6 

8 

DeWitt 

84 

John Killough 

148 

14 80 

6 

20 


85 

J. D. Strait.^ 

290 

29 00 

6 

35 


86 

Abram Brown 

334 

33 40 

6 

39 


87 

P. H. Oyler 

169 

16 90 

6 

22 

Havana 

88 

M. A. Terrv 

188 

18 80 

6 

24 


89 W. D. Abney 

326 

32 60 

6 

38 

J erusalem Temple 

90 Herman Pefsenheld 

38 

3 80 

6- 

9 

Metropolis 

91 

James L. Elliott 

366 

36 60 

6 

42 

Stewart 

92 


159 

15 90 

6 

21 


93 

U. J. Overman 

144 

14 40 

6 

20 

Perry 

95 

Marian Buchanan 

252 

25 20 

6 

31 


96 


96 

9 60 

6 

15 

Excelsior 

97 

J. M. Saucerman 

114 

11 40 

6 

17 

Taylor 

98 

E. S. Waring 

134 

13 40 

6 

19 

Edwardsville 

99 

E. G. Hill. . . y. 

266 

26 60 

6 

32 

Astoria 

100 


220 

22 00 

6 

28 

Rockford 

102 

John Barker 

87 

8 70 

6 

14 

Magnolia 

103 


121 

12 10 

6 

18 

Lewistown 

104 

J. R. McGuire 

196 

19 60 

6 

25 

Winchester 

105 

L. McDonough 

235 

23 50 

6 

29 

Eancaster 

106 

G. M. Saylor 

164 

16 40 

6 

^2 

Versailles 

108 

E. S. Klinefelter 

246 

24 60 

6 

30 

Trenton 

109 

A. McDonald 

278 

27 80 

6 

33 

Lebanon 

110 John H. Cook 

286 

28 60 

6 

34 

Jonesboro 

Ill Will T Lin^le 

330 

33 00 

6 

39 

Bureau 

112 

A. n. Verlder 

105 

10 50 

4 

14 

Robert Burns 

113 E .T. ftlanr.ev 

194 

19 40 

6 

25 

Marcelline 

114 

James Barnett 

272 

27 20 

6 

33 

Rising Sun 

115 

Rob P. Madden 

46 

4 60 

6 

10 

Vermont 

116 

C. McCurdy 

213 

21 30 

6 

27 

Elgin 

117 

Wm. Mosedale 

37 

3 70 

6 

9 

Waverly 

118 

P. H. Smedley 

210 

21 00 

6 

27 

Henry 

119 

O. P. Carroll 

127 

12 70 

6 

18 

Mound 

122 

E. A. Pish 

194 

19 40 

6 

25 

Oquawka 

123 

W. S. Wilson Jr 

203 

20 30 

6 

26 

Cedar 

124 

D. Nickel 

62 

6 20 

6 

12 

Greenup 

125 

Wm. P. Shade 

202 

20 20 

6 

26 

Empire 

126 

H. W. Toennigs 

158 

15 80 

6 

21 

Antioch 

127 

David Murrie 

45 

4 50 

6 

10 

Raleigh 

128 

H. L. Burnett 

303 

30 30 

6 

36 

Greenfield 

129 

Ralph Metcalf 

252 

25 20 

6 

31 

Marion 

130 

J. W. Johnson 

249 

24 90 

6 

30 

Golconda 

131 

Prank D Thomas 

373 

37 30 

6 

43 

Mackinaw 

132 

L. H. Rogers 

146 

14 60 

6 

20 

Marshall 

133 

TT fi-assawav . 

176 

17 60 

6 

23 

Sycamore 

134 Thomas M. Cliffe 

52 

5 20 

4 

9 

Lima 

135 O. P. Spenr.er 

277 

27 70 

6 

33 

Hutsonville 

136 W. TV Rishnn 

196 

19 60 

6 

25 

Polk *. 

137 

(4. M. Srhnemann. 

306 

30 60 

6 

36 

Marengo 

138 H. W. Richardson 

66 

6 60 

6 

12 

Geneva 

139 E. M. Ma.st.elln 

36 

3 60 

6 

9 

Olney 

140 J. E. Glarhart 

234 

23 40 

6 

29 

Garden City 

141 Elmer E. Rast 

1 

10 

6 

6 

Ames 

142 

H W. Booth. 

120 

12 (0 

6 

18 

Richmond 

143 R. W. Overton 

60 

6 00 

6 

12 

DeKalb 

144 S. O. Vano-hn* . 

58 

5 80 

6 

11 

A. W. Rawson 

145 

W. R. Winchester... 

101 

10 10 

6 

16 

Lee Centre 

146 

.lames E. Grav.. 

95 

9 50 

6 

15 

Clayton 

147 

R. O. Meats 

040 

24 20 

6 

30 

Bloomfield 

148 

H. B. Jones 

147 

14 70 

6 

20 

Effingham 

149 

D. L. Wright 

199 

19 90 

6 

25 

Vienna 

150 

P. M. Simpson 

339 

33 90 

6 

39 


10 

oo 

50 

80 

00 

40 

90 

80 

60 

80 

60 

90 

40 

20 

60 

40 

40 

60 

00 

70 

10 

60 

50 

40 

60 

80 

60 

00 

50 

40 

20 

60 

30 

70 

00 

70 

40 

30 

20 

20 

80 

50 

30 

20 

90 

30 

60 

60 

20 

70 

60 

60 

60 

60 

40 

10 

00 

00 

80 

10 

50 

20 

70 

90 

90 
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LODGES. 

NO. 

NAMES. 

Miles 

Mileage. . . 

Per Diem. 

Total 


151 

Geo. H. Baker 

250 

^25 00 

$6 

$31 00 


152 

Andrew Steed 

244 

24 40 

6 

30 40 


153 

W. A. Offill 

266 

26 60 

6 

32 60 


154 

Buford Taylor 

134 

13 40 

6 

19 40 

Alpha 

155 

R. R. S trickier 

163 

16 30 

6 

22 30 


156 

J. T. Nattress 

157 

15 70 

6 

21 70 


157 

Chas. M. Webber 

130 

13 00 

6 

19 00 


158 

W. A. Cristy 

51 

5 10 

6 

11 10 

Kewanee 

159 

A. T. Boyle 

132 

13 20 

6 

19 20 


160 

Eugene T. Pearce 

1 

10 

6 

6 10 

Virden 

161 

R. F. Morrow 

207 

20 70 

6 

26 70 

Hope 

162 

A. N. East 

300 

30 00 

6 

36 00 


164 

Albert N. Little 

226 

22 60 

6 

28 60 


165 

C. H Turner.. 

146 

14 60 

6 

20 60 

Star in the East 

166 

I. S. Montgomery 

87 

8 70 

6 

14 70 

Milford 

16K 

E. W. Scott. " 

88 

8 80 

6 

14 80 

Nunda 

169 John F. Huffman 

43 

4 30 

6 

10 30 

Evergreen 

170| John Templeton 

114 

11 40 

6 

17 40 

Girard 

171 Gen. W. Rowprsny . 

211 

21 10 

6 

27 10 


172 

S. A. Graham 

152 

15 20 

4 

19 20 


173 

C. W. Buck 

84 

8 40 

6 

14 40 

Lena "1 " 

174 


126 

12 60 

6 

18 60 

Matteson 

175 


37 

3 70 



Mendota 

176 

Jac. Scheidenhelm 

84 

8 40 

6 

14 40 

Staunton 

177 

C. W. T.illie 

245 

24 50 

6 

30 50 

Illinois Central 

178 J. P. Johnson 

95 

9 50 

6 

15 50 

Wabash 

179 R. H. Lawson 

180 

18 00 

6 

24 00 

Moweaaua 

180 B. F. Ribelin 

186 

18 60 

6 

24 60 

Germania 

182 August Tome 

1 

10 

6 

6 10 

Meridian 

183 John P. Peabody.. 

72 

7 20 

6 

13 20 

Abingdon 

185 P. H. Moloney 

173 

17 30 

6 

23 30 

Mystic Tie 

187 Jas. H. Donaldson 

110 

11 00 

6 

17 00 

Cyrus 

188 J. S. Grove . 

127 

12 70 

6 

18 70 

Fulton Citv 

1SQ Edvv. M niarlr . 

136 

13 60 

6 

19 60 

Dundee ..." 

190 

FT. Rir.ha.rds 

42 

4 20 

6 

10 20 

Farmington 

192 

W. M. Anderson 

171 

17 10 

6 

23 10 

Herrick 

193 

John Jackson 

225 

22 50 

6 

28 50 

Freedom 

194 

M. A. Warren 

77 

7 70 

6 

13 70 

La Harpe 

195 

C. B. Ward 

216 

21 60 

6 

27 60 

Louisville 

196 

W. R. Whitman 

228 

22 80 

6 

28 80 

King Solomon’s 

197 

Jas. M. Irwin 

257 

25 70 

6 

31 70 

Homer 

199 

M. J. Spencer 

144 

14 40 

6 

20 40 

Sheba 

200 

Wm. TT Gil her t 

268 

26 80 

6 

32 80 

Centralia 

201 ' .T a r.rfh Pe i f e r 

253 

25 30 

6 

31 30 

Lavely 

203 

Otho L. Caldwell. ... 

173 

17 30 

6 

23 30 

Flora 

204 

J. F. Shadwell 

235 

23 50 

6 

29 50 

Corinthian. .■ 

205 

T. H. Stetler 

76 

7 60 

6 

13 60 

Fairfield 

206 

Henry Sessel 

258 

25 80 

6 

31 80 

Tamaroa 

207 

J. W. Haines 

280 

28 00 

6 

34 00 

Wilmington .< 

208 

Robert. Van Her Hobart .. 

53 

1 

5 30 

6 

11 30 

Wm. B. Warren 

209 

J. L. Jackson 

10 

6 

6 10 

Logan 

210 

Wm. L. McMahan 

156 

15 60 

6 

21 60 

Cleveland 

211 

Arthur C. Helm 

2 

20 

6 

6 20 

Shipman 

212 

Ernst Brantigam 

238 

23 80 

6 

29 80 

Ipava 

213 

Charles W. Connell 

206 

20 60 

6 

26 60 

Gillespie 

214 

Joe. Qnerhar.li .. . 

240 

24 00 

6 

30 00 

Newton 

216 

D. R. Love 

222 

22 20 

6 

28 20 

Mason 

217 

J. A. Gladson 

21 1 

21 10 

6 

27 10 

New Salem 

218 

B. O. Manker 

251 

25 10 

6 

31 10 

Oakland 

219 

M. J. Naphew 

167 

16 70 

6 

22 70 

Mahomet 

220 

.Tames M. Herriott 

137 

13 70 

6 

19 70 

Lerov 

221 

John A Tuthill 

135 

13 50 

(j 

19 50 

Geo. Washington 

222 

J. H. Friedrich 

134 

13 40 

6 

19 40 

Pana 

226 

T. J. Vidler 

202 

20 20 

6 

26 20 

Columbus 

227 

R. O’Farrall 

250 

25 00 

6 

31 00 
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LODGES. 

NO. 

NAMES. 

Miles 

Mileage.. . 

Per Diem. 

Total 

Lovington 

228 

M. E. Foster 

168 

$16 80 

$6 

$22 

Manchester 

229 

L. C. Funk 

232 

23 20 

6 

29 

New Haven 

230 

J. H. Graddv 

298 

29 80 

6 

35 


231 

P. A. Millard 

112 

11 20 

6 

17 

Farmers 

232 

F. M. Jones 

373 

37 30 

6 

43 

Blandinsville 

233 B. F. Duncan 

210 

21 00 

6 

27 

DuQuoin 

234 T. H- Humphrey 

288 

28 80 

6 

34 

Dallas City 

235 1 George M. Cummings 

223 

22 30 

6 

28 

Charter Oak 

236 Thos. F. Blankley..^ 

231 

23 10 

6 

29 

Cairo , 

237 William Franklin Gibson. . . 

365 

36 50 

6 

42 

Black Hawk 

238) Wesley C. Bridges 

242 

24 20 

6 

30 

Mt. Carmel 

239 Mark Wise T. . 

252 

25 20 

6 

31 

Western Star 

240 Jos. P. Gulick 

128 

12 80 ' 

6 

18 

Shekinah 

241 J. F. Taylor 

308 

30 80 

6 

36 

Galva 


140 

14 00 

6 

20 

Horicon 

244 Delos A. Baxter 

75 

7 50 

6 

13 

Greenville 

245 Ike Norman 

249 

24 90 

6 

30 

El Paso 

24fil David Dunn 

118 

11 80 

6 

17 

Rob Morris 

247 


113 

11 30 

6 

17 

Golden Gate 

248 

R. C. Chambers 

187 

18 70 

6 

24 

Hibbard 

249 

F. W. Froelich 

246 

24 60 

6 

30 

Robinson 

250 


205 

20 50 

6 

26 

Heyworth 

251 

John W. Funk, Jr 

138 

13 80 

6 

19 

Aledo 

252 

Geo. F. Dickson 

177 

17 70 

6 

23 

Avon Harmony 

253 

Julian Churchill 

184 

18 40 

6 

24 

Aurora 

254 

Jas A. Raymond 

38 

3 80 

6 

9 

Donnelson 

255 

Charles H. Roemer 

243 

24 30 

6 

30 

Warsaw 

257 

W. K. Worthen 

248 

24 80 

6 

30 

Mattoon 

260 

A. A. Lofgren 

172 

17 20 

6 

23 

Amon 

261 

W. S. Watts 

139 

13 90 

6 

19 

Channahon 

262 


55 

5 50 



Illinois 

1 263 

W. H. Eastman 

145 

14 50 

6 

20 

Franklin Grove 

264 

A. W. Crawford 

88 

8 80 

6 

14 

Vermilion 

265 

F. V. Barnett 

140 

14 00 

6 

20 

Kingston 

266 

Lucius M. Morrison 

265 

26 50 

6 

32 

La Prairie 

267 

Chas. R. Chinn 

234 

23 40 

6 

29 

Paris 

268 

J C. Riser 

160 

16 00 

6 

22 

Wheaton. 

269 

Frank T. Northrop 

25 

2 50 

6 

8 

Levi Lusk 

270 

Zimri Smith 

92 

9 20 

6 

15 

Blaney 

271 

G. A. M. Lilgencrantz 

1 

10 

6 

6 

Carmi 

272 

William P. Tnley 

284 

28 40 

6 

34 

Miners 

273 

F. P. Stillman 

165 

16 50 

6 


Byron 

274 

John H. Helm .... 

83 

8 30 

6 

14 

Milton 

275 

J. A. Miller 

259 

25 90 

6 

31 

Elizabeth 

276 

F. M. Fowler 

337 

33 70 

6 

39 

Accordia 

i 277 

Wm. Sohu maker 


10 

6 

6 

Jo Daviess 

278 

Charles E. Morton 

138 

13 80 

6 

19 

Neoga 

279 

.1 F Jarvis 

184 

18 40 

6 

24 

Kansas 

280 W A Rrnwn 

173 

17 30 

6 

23 

Brooklyn 

282 

A . T>. Derr 

82 

8 20 

6 

14 

Meteor 

283 John H. La.tha.m 

57 

5 70 

6 

11 

Catlin 

285 .T. S. Dim stead ... . 

130 

13 00 

6 

19 

Plymouth 

286 William n Turk. 

223 

22 30 

6 

28 

De Soto 

287 

Frank Fried line. ... . . . 

302 

30 20 

6 

36 

Genoa 

288 

59 

5 90 



Wataga 

291 

C. W. Merrill 

156 

15 60 

6 

21 

Chenoa 

292 

.1. M. Thrasher 

102 

10 20 

6 

16 

Prophetstown 

293 

H. A. Sturtevant. . . 

129 

12 90 

4 

16 

Pontiac 

294 

Max Diamond. ... 

92 

9 20 

6 

15 

Dills 

295 

J. W. Satory 

257 

25 70 

6 

31 

Quincy 

296 

Jnserih W. Wall 

263 

26 30 

6 

32 

Benjamin 

297 1 Isaac Cutter. . . . 

242 

24 20 

6 

30 

Wauconda 

298|C. R. Wells 

40 

4 00 

6 

10 

Hinckley 

301 Chas. H. Bark.. 

57 

5 70 

6 

11 

Durand 

3021 W. E. Fvler 

104 

10 40 

6 

16 


80 

20 

80 

20 

30 

00 

80 

30 

10 

50 

20 

20 

80 

80 

00 

50 

90 

80 

30 

70 

60 

50 

80 

70 

40 

80 

30 

80 

20 

90 

'50 

80 

00 

50 

40 

00 

50 

20 

10 

40 

50 

30 

90 

70 

10 

80 

-40 

30 

20 

70 

00 

30 

20 

TO 

20 

90 

20 

70 

30 

20 

00 

70 

40 
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LODGES. 

NO. 

NAMES. 

Miles 

V 

Mileage... j 

Per Diem. 

Total j 


303 

Lewis P. Voss 

44 

$4 40 

$6 

$10 40 


305 

Elmer Hull 

85 

8 50 

6 

14 50 

■yy p, Hnhhs 

306 

C. F. Banta 

131 

13 10 

6 

19 10 


307 

M. L. Walker 

192 

19 20 

6 

25 20 


308 

Chas. W. Roswell 

1 

10 

6 

6 10 


309 

Fletcher S. Brainard 

62 

6 20 

6 

12 20 


310 

Philo L. Holland 

3 

30 

6 

6 30 


311 

Henry Werno 


10 

6 

6 10 


312 

Enos "Kepler 

170 

17 00 

6 

23 00 

Vnrk 

313 

John A. Keller 

196 

19 60 

6 

25 60 


314 

Robert Mosser 

26 

2 60 

6 

8 60 


315 

William Sonntag 

257 

25 70 

1 6 

31 70 


316 

Frank F. Butzow 

99 

9 90 

i 4 

13 90 


318 

C. H. Morrell 

226 

22 60 

6 

28 60 


319 

Harrie E. Watt 

160 

16 00 

6 

22 00 


320 


70 

7 00 




321 

Alex McKay 

124 

12 40 

6 

18 40 


322 

I. H. Gilpin". 

185 

18 50 

6 

24 50 


323 

Wm. M. Hanna 

70 

7 00 

6 

13 00 


325 

Wm. M. Gregg 

305 

30 50 

6 

36 50 


327 

A. A. AdkisonV 

216 

21 60 

6 

27 60 


330 H. L. Weaver 

148 

14 80 

6 

20 80 

Mt. Thrift 

331 Alex. S. Jessup 

258 

25 80 

6 

31 80 

Tuscola 

332 C. T. Morris 

150 

15 00 

6 

21 00 

Tyrian 

333 M. Ashton Jones 

185 

18 50 

6 

24 50 

Sumner 

334 W. S. Hoones 

236 

23 60 

6 

29 60 

Schiller 

335 

An emst Feiffer 

145 

14 50 

6 

20 50 

New Columbia 

336 O M. Fisher 

349 

34 90 

6 

40 90 

Oneida 

337 

John H. Anderson 

152 

15 20 

6 

21 20 

Saline 

339 

A. G. Benson 

339 

33 90 

6 

39 90 

Kedron 

340 

John W. Augur 

193 

19 30 

6 

25 30 

Full Moon 

341 

John T. Waggoner 

270 

27 00 

6 

33 00 

Summerfield 

342 

Christ Dettweiler 

282 

28 20 

6 

34 20 

Wenona 

344 


109 

10 90 



Milled geville 

345 

T. P. Ruth 

121 

12 10 

4 

16 10 

N. D. Morse 

346 

P. R. Leonard 

229 

22 90 

6 

28 90 

Sidney 

347 

Wm. Hays 

137 

13 70 

6 

19 70 

Russellville 

348 

P. H. Lyons 

214 

21 40 

0 

27 40 

Sublette 

349 

Chas. H. Ingals 

92 

9 20 

6 

15 20 

Fairvie w 

350 

Chas A. Cook 

194 

19 40 

6 

25 40 

Tarbolton 

351 

C. S. Brydia 

98 

9 80 

6 

15 80 

Groveland 

352 

Geo. F. Cleveland 

145 

14 50 

6 

20 50 

Kinderhook 

353 

Chas. S. Armour 

270 

27 00 

6 

33 00 

A rk an d An ch or 

354 

Chas. H. Stout 

201 

20 10 

6 

26 10 

Marine 

355 

j. H. Pahlmann 

277 

27 70 

6 

33 70 

Hermitage 

356 

H. J. Strawn 

270 

27 00 

6 

33 00 

Orion 

358 

Wm. Campbell 

62 

6 20 

6 

12 20 

Blackberry. 

359 

John W. Mowat 

44 

4 40 

6 

10 40 

Princeville 

360 

H. J. Cheeseman 

148 

14 80 

6 

20 8 ) 

Douglas 

361 

Peter W. Lill 

301 

30 10 

4 

34 10 

Noble 

362 

Chas. E. Palmer 

241 

24 10 

6 

30 10 

Horeb 

363 

M. H. Spence 

163 

16 30 

6 

22 30 

Tonica 

364 

G. W. Greiner 

109 

10 90 

6 

16 90 

Bement 

365 

G. W. Poole 

153 

15 SO 

6 

21 30 

Areola 

366 

T. L. Vradenburg 

158 

15 80 

6 

21 80 

Oxford 

367 

H. H. Roberts 

161 

16 10 

4 

20 10 

Jefferson 

368 

Denison Foster 

290 

29 00 

6 

35 00 

Newman 

369 

D. O. Root. . 

166 

16 60 

6 

22 60 

Livingston 

371 

A. Bovik 

74 

7 40 

6 

13 40 

Chambersburg 

373 

Wm. A. Lidgard 

246 

24 60 

6 

30 60 

Shabbona 

374 

F. A. Frost 

69 

6 90 

6 

12 90 

Aroma . 

378 

J. C. Danforth 

61 

6 10 

6 

12 10 

Pay son 

379 

Charles Bowles 

278 

27 80 

6 

33 80 

Liberty 

380 

Jacob B. Wolfe 

283 

28 30 

6 

34 30 

Gill 

382 

Thos. Gibbs 

223 

22 30 

6 

28 30 
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LODGES. 


NO. NAMES. 


LaMoille 

■Waltham 

Mississippi 

Bridgeport 

El Dara 

Kankakee 

Ashmore 

Tolono 

Oconee 

Blair 

Jerseyville 

Muddy Point. . . 

Shiloh 

Kinmnndy 

Bnda 

OdeH 

Kishwaukee . . . 

Mason City 

Batavia...' 

Rammer 

Bethalto 

Stratton 

Thos. J. Turner 

Mithra , 

Hesperia 

Bollen 

Evening Star.., 
Lawn Ridge ... 

Paxton. . .7 

Marseilles 

Freeburg 

Reynoldsburg. . 

Oregon 7. . 

W ashburn 

Landmark 

Lanark 

Exeter 

Scottviile 

Red Bud 

Sunbeam 

Chebanse 

Kendrick 

Summit. 

Murrayville 

Ann aw an 

Makanda 

Philo 

Chicago 

Camargo 

Sparland 

Casey 

Hampshire 

Cave-in-Rock. . . 

Chesterfield 

W atseka. 

S. D. Monroe 

Yates City 

Mendon 

Loami 

Bromwell 

New Hartford. . 

Maroa 

Irving 

Nokomis 

Blazing Star... 


383 John Igon 

384 William Wilson 

385 G. W. Johnson 

386 B. F. Watson*.. 

388 A. Lvons 

389 J. Bert Miller 

390 C. R. Mitchell 

391 G. W. Manley 

392 B. F. Roberts 

393 Geo. S. Haskell 

394 Charles E. Miner 

396 A. N. Beals 

397 Charles Wilkins 

398 Myron M. Deiwert 

399 F. D. Webb 

401 Charles E Axt 

402 F. C. Poust 

403 C. E. Walsh 

404 Edwin Meredith 

405 Sam C. Morrison 

406 Wm. Montgomery — 

408 S. E. Lamb 

409 

410 J. M. Schmitt 

411 A. H. McClurg 

412 John C. Meyer 

414 T. H. Briggs 

41c W. J. Burns 

416 Harrv W. Mason 

417 M. G. 'Blanchard 

418 Mark G. Stoneman 

419' M. D. Cover 

420 W. J. Emerson 

421 W. O. Ireland 

422 Isaac Lannin^ — 

423 C. E. 01msted7 

424 M. G. Leib 

426 P. F. Clark 

427 Henrv Fohrell 

428 D. M. 'Baird 

429 B. E. Burroughs 

430 Harvev A. Williams . . 

431 Charles E. Tandy 

432 Walter Hanback 

433 Daniel Porter 

434 John A. Wiley 

436 John Schafer. Jr 

437 Max Schlessinger 

440 Geo. A. Haines 

441 C. R. Condit 

442 L. F. Strockbine 

443 Frank Channing 

444 Robert H. Hill . .7 

445 C. J. Beebv 

446 William H. Austin 

447 John C- Reynolds... 

44 v W. M. Beale 

449 G. G. Lohr 

450 Arthur E. Washburn- 

451 E. C. Wa son 

453 Geo. H. Ellis 

454 J. H. Sterling 

455 A. A. Rhine tfart 

456 D. H. Zepp 

45s R. O. Clarida 



93 

94 
138 

231 
260 

56 

178 

137 

210 

1 

262 

180 

90 

229 

118 

82 

62 

171 

38 

220 

261 

166 

1 

1 

1 

137 

109 

140 

103 

303 

316 

90 

127 

5 

121 

232 
225 
318 

53 

65 

24* 


; 152 

316 
152 

1 

156 

130 

192 

51 

333 

235 


8 9 30 

9 40 
13 80 
23 10 
26 00 

5 60 

17 80 
13 70 
21 00 

10 

26 20 

18 00 
9 00 

22 90 
11 80 

8 20 

6 20 
17 10 

3 80 
22 00 
26 10 
16 60 
10 
10 
10 

13 70 

10 90 

14 00 
10 30 

7 70 

30 30 

31 60 
9 00 

12 70 
50 

12 10 

23 20 
22 50 
31 80 

5 30 

6 50 

24 80 
17 70 

22 70 

15 20 
31 60 
15 20 

10 
15 60 

13 00 
19 20 

5 10 
33 SO 

23 50 

7 70 


84 

6 

6 

6 

6 

6 

6 


813 30 
15 
19 
29 
32 
11 
23 
17 


6 

27 

6 

6 

6 

32 

6 

24 

6 

15 

6 

28 

6 

17 

6 

14 

6 

12 

6 

23 

6 

9 

6 

28 

6 

32 

6 

22 

6 

6 

6 

6 

6 

19 

6 

16 

6 

20 

6 

16 

6 

13 

6 

36 

6 

37 

6 

15 

6 

18 

6 

6 

4 

16 

6 

29 

6 

28 

6 

37 

6 

11 

6 

12 

6 

30 

6 

23 

6 

28 

6 

21 

6 

37 

6 

21 

6 

6 

6 

21 

6 

19 

6 

25 

6 

11 

6 

39 

6 

29 

6 

13 


219 21 90 6 27 


165 16 50 6 22 

264 26 40 6 32 

202 20 20 6 26 

193 19 30 6 25 

262 26 30 6 32 

162 16 20 6 

233 23 30 6 

223 22 30 4 28 

332 33 20 6 39 
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LODGES. 

NO. 

NAMES. 

Miles 

Mileage. . . 

Per Diem. | 

Total ] 


460 

C. N. Hambleton 

$251 

$25 10 

$6 

$31 


461 

Arthur Boyle 

234 

23 40 

6 

29 


462 

L. E. Roelofson 

153 

15 30 

6 

21 


463 

T. J. Young 

221 

22 10 

6 

28 


461 

P E. Lone\ . 

248 

24 80 

6 

30 


465 C. H. Phelps 

232 

23 20 

6 

29 


466 W. F. E. Lamer 

323 

32 30 

6 

38 


467 

J. A. Combs 

180 

18 00 

6 

24 


468 

A. T. Hardwick 

118 

11 80 

6 

17 


469 

W. N. Ewing 

141 

14 0 

6 

20 


470 

B. F. Yates 7 

114 

11 40 

6 

17 

Kendall 

471 

John Fitzgerald 

50 

5 00 

6 

11 


472 

Almond L. Hamilton 

30 

3 00 

6 

9 


'473 


258 

25 80 




474 

M. G. Nixon 

295 

29 50 

6 

35 



A. T Strange 

239 

23 90 

6 

29 


4761 .T. A. Mr.Comas 

164 

16 40 

6 

22 

Rutland . . . 

477 

Jonathan Wilson 

114 

11 40 

6 

17 


478 John C. Lennert 

3 

30 

6 

6 


479 

J. B. Brown." 

138 

13 80 

6 

19 


481 

Victor T. Brassard 

50 

5 00 

6 

11 

Lexington 

482 

John L. Langstaff 

110 

11 00 

6 


Edge wood 

484 

Joseph Danks 

214 

21 40 

6 

27 

Xenia 

485 

A. H." Porter 

244 

24 40 

6 

30 

Bowen 

486 

J. N. Garner 

2o4 

24 40 

6 

30 

Andrew Jackson 

487 

James Chadwell 

326 

32 60 

6 

38 

Clay City 

488 

W. H. Graham 

242 

24 20 

6 

30 

Cooper 

489 

P. A. Terhune 

213 

21 30 

6 

27 

Shannon 

490 

W. W. Booth 

121 

12 10 

6 

18 

Martin 

491 

Merritt J. Platt 

170 

17 00 

6 

23 

Liberty ville 

492 

R. W. Buckley 

35 

3 50 

6 

9 

Tower Hill 

493 

J. L. Cannon 

204 

20 -*0 

6 

26 

Stone Fort 

495 

•T. H. Blackman 

318 

31 80 

6 

37 

Tennessee 

496 

James Knotts 

212 

21 20 

6 

27 

Alma 

497 

John Harris 

305 

30 50 

6 

36 

Murphysboro 

498 

A. A. McGahey 

316 

31 60 

6 

37 







St. Paul 

500 

Joseph M. Grout .. 

185 

18 50 

6 

24 

Stark 

501 

John H. White 

146 

14 60 

6 

20 

Woodhull 

502 

B. F. Woolums 

154 

15 40 

6 

21 

Odin 

503 

B. F. Norris, sr 

244 

24 40 

6 

30 

East St. Louis 

504 

W. P. Van ?hn 

280 

28 00 

6 

34 

Meridian Sun 

505 

Edgar E. Stanbury 

74 

7 40 

9 

9 

O. H. Miner 

506 

Henry S. Fry 

76 

7 60 

6 

13 

Home 

508 

L. S. Tenney 

3 

30 

6 

6 

P arker sburg 

509 

William Parker 

243 

24 30 

6 

30 

J. D. Moody 

510 

J. A. Irwin 

258 

25 80 

6 

31 

W ade-Barney 

512 

George Latham. 

126 

12 60 

6 

18 

Bradford 

514 

William Weeks 

129 

12 90 

6 

18 

Andalusia 

516 

John D. Walton 

172 

17 20 

6 

23 

Litchfield 

517 

W. H. Tinklepangh 

231 

23 10 

6 

29 

Abraham Lincoln 

518 

A. E. Rillings 

186 

18 60 

6 

24 

Roseville 

519 

W. A. Carr 

191 

■ 19 10 

6 


Anna 

520 

George L. Spire . . . 

329 

32 90 

6 

38 

Illiopolis 

521 

L. G. Metcalf 

186 

18 60 

4 

•■>•> 

Monitor 

522 

George F. Rinvhoff 

37 

3 70 

6 

~9 

Chatham 

523 

.T. M. Hederick 

194 

19 40 

6 


Evans 

524 

W4lhnrF Greene. 

12 

1 20 

6 


Delia 

525 

E. R,. Cambridge 

213 

21 30 

6 


Covenant 

526 

Aaron Shubart 

1 

10 

6 

6 

Rossville, 

527 


105 

10 50 



Minooka 

528 

William Bedford 

51 

5 10 

6 

11 

Adams 

529 

Stephen Benson 

283 

28 30 

6 

34 

23 

Maquon 

530 

C. F. Hurburgh 

173 

17 30 

6 

Ashton 

531 

William Vanish an 

84 

8 40 

6 

14 

Seneca 

532 

C. H. R. Thomas 

72 

7 20 

6 

13 


10 

40 

30 

10 

80 

20 

30 

00 

80 

10 

40 

00 

00 

50 

90 

40 

40 

30 

80 

00 

00 

40 

40 

40 

60 

20 

30 

10 

00 

50 

40 

80 

20 

50 

60 

50 

60 

40 

40 

00 

40 

60 

30 

30 

80 

60 

90 

20 

10 

60 

10 

90 

60 

70 

40 

20 

30 

10 

io 

30 

30 

40 

20 
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LODGES. 

NO. 

NAMES. 

Miles 

Mileage... j 

Per Diem. | 

Total 

, 

Altamont 

533 

George U. Grant 

211 

$21 10 

$6 

$27 10 

Cuba 

534 

George M. Heller 

192 

19 20 

6 

25 20 


535 

J. S. Burns 

165 

16 50 

6 

22 50 


536 

A. E. Motlinger 

41 

4 10 

6 

10 10 


537 

G. W Hastings 

141 

14 10 

6 

20 10 

Lockport 

538 

Charles J. Chamberlin 

33 

3 30 

6 

9 30 


539 

Rudolph Fox 

96 

9 60 

6 

15 60 


540 

Marshal L. Doty 

9 

90 

6 

6 90 


544 

T. P. Mautz " 

195 

19 50 

6 

25 50 


542 

B. L. Heller 

120 

12 00 

6 

18 00 


543 

W. R. Freek 

152 

15 20 

6 

21 20 


544 

R. H. Mann 

210 

21 00 

6 

27 00 


547 

W. H. H. Dow 

174 

17 40 

6 

23 40 


550 

J. R. Mac.kie 

122 - 

12 20 

6 

18 20 


550 1 w. S. Ramsay 

95 

9 50 

6 

15 50 


554 G. E. Schroeder 

126 

12 60 

6 

18 60 


5 5 Henry Bestman 

84 

8 40 

6 

14 40 

Dawson 

55fi JohnMcGinnis 

196 

19 60 

6 

25 60 


557 

Philip Maas 

1 

10 

6 

6 10 


558 

John F. Safeblade 

67 

6 70 

6 

12 70 


559 

John H. Taylor 

143 

14 30 

6 

20 30 


560 

Robert Alsop 

, 255 

25 50 

6 

31 50 

Trinity. 

562 

John A. Waugh 

360 

36 00 

6 

42 00 

Winslow 

504 

M. .T. Vanmatre 

133 

13 30 

6 

19 30 

Pleasant Hill 

565 H. C. McCartney 

262 

26 20 

6 

32 20 

Albany 

566 James Hugunin 

144 

14 40 

4 

18 40 

Frankfort 

507 .T. A. Baker 

314 

31 40 

6 

37 40 

Time 

569 

C. E. Bagby 

260 

26 00 

6 ' 

32 00 

•T aeksonvi lie 

570 

E. O. Mayer 

215 

21 50 

6 1 

27 50 

Bardolph 

572 

G. V. Booth 

197 

19 70 

6 

25 70 

Gardner 

573 

F. H. Spiller 

65 

6 50 

6 

12 50 

Pera 

574 

William S. Watson 

108 

10 80 

6 

16 80 

Capron 

575 

Henry L. Puffer 

70 

7 00 

6 

13 00 

O’Fallon 

576 

Andrew Moore 

291 

29 10 

6 

35 10 

Viola 

577 

R. C. Pinkerton 

168 

16 80 

6 

22 80 

Prairie Cit 3 r 

578 

G. R. Will an 

209 

20 90 

6 

26 90 

Hazel Dell 

580 W. R. Davis 

199 

19 90 

6 

25 90 

Dongola 

581 .Tasner A. Dillow 

338 

33 80 

6 

39 80 

Shirley 

582 

J. L. Douerlas 

132 

13 20 

6 

19 20 

Highland 

583 Louis .T. Armel 

267 

26 70 

6 

32 70 

Vesper 

584 

C. F. Barnett 

163 

16 30 

6 

22 30 

Fisher 

585 

C. W. Coe 

194 

19 40 

6 

25 40 

Princeton 

587 


105 

10 50 



Troy 

588 

Elias C. Burk 

279 

27 90 

6 

33 90 

Fairmount 

590 

J. W. Wright 

137 

13 70 

6 

19 70 

Gilman 

591 

D. W. Miller 

81 

8 10 

6 

14 10 

Fieldon 

592 

E. F. Brown 

272 

27 20 

6 

33 20 

Miles Hart 

595 

A. W. Treat 

182 

18 20 

6 

24 20 

Cerro Gordo 

600 

Melvin Welty . 

162 

16 20 

6 

22 20 

Farina 

601 

J. W. Lackey 

223 

22 30 

6 

28 30 

Watson 

602 

J. F. Henderson 

206 

20 60 

6 

26 60 

Cl ark 

003 

F. W. Child** 

190 

19 00 

6 

25 00 

Hebron 

004 W. M. Millar 

73 

7 30 

6 

13 30 

Streator 

007 

.T. A. Cnrrv 

93 

9 30 

6 

15 30 

Piper 

608 M. L. Sherman 

91 

9 10 

6 

15 10 

Sheldon. . 

609 R. B. Myers 

85 

8 50 

6 

14 50 

Union Park 

610 Carl A. Anderson 

3 

30 

6 

6 30 

Lincoln Park 

011 Oar 1 Mueller 

. 2 

20 

6 

6 00 

Rock River 

012 

John W. Nil ps...._ 

110 

11 00 

4 

15 00 

Patoka 

613 Melvin Chandler 

247 

24 70 

6 

30 70 

Forest 

614 S. Pinkney 

93 

9 30 

6 

15 30 

Wadley . 

616 William J. Jackson. . . 

227 

22 70 

6 

28 70 

Good Hope 

617 G. A. Lackens. 

200 

20 00 

4 

24 00 

Basco 

618 John N. Forster 

246 

24 60 

6 

30 60 

Berwick 

619 S. W. Shelton 

173 

1 7 30 

6 

23 30 
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LODGES. 

NO. 

NAMES. 

Miles 

Mileage. . . 

Per Diem, j 

Total j 


620 

James Snyder 

179 

$17 90 

$6 

$ 23 


622 

H. Jennings 

149 

14 90 

6 

20 


623 

E. E. MulL 

210 

21 00 

6 

27 


627 

A. H. Brooks 

" 339 

33 90 

6 

39 


630 

S. M. Burnett 

305 

30 50 

6 

36 


631 

W. A. Colton 

80 

8 00 

6 

14 


632 

J. H. Davis 

142 

14 20 

6 

20 

E P W Ellis 

633 

E. J. Hartwell 

87 

8 70 | 

6 

14 


634 

William McClane 

93 

9 30 

6 

15 


635 

R. P. Hunter 

193 

19 30 

6 

25 


636 

William Young 

40 

4 00 

6 

10 


639 


1 

10 




641 

R. C. Crihfield 

144 

14 40 

6 

20 

Apollo 

642 

William A. Herr 

3 

30 

6 

6 


643 

William Crear 

2 

20 

6 

6 


644 

Clinton Cay wood 

216 

21 60 

6 

27 


645 

Philin Sambson 

163 

16 30 

6 

22 


646 1 R. F. Romnf 

61 

6 10 

6 

12 


647 

S. L. Reefy 

202 

20 20 

6 

26 


648 

A. A. Cavins 

239 

23 90 

6 

29 

Atwood 

651 

W. E. Carroll 

160 

16 00 

6 

22 


653 

Homer J. Tice 

180 

18 00 

6 

24 


655 

W. C. Stilson 

121 

12 10 

6 

18 

TVToT^rt 

656 

William Muhl 

126 

12 60 

6 

18 

Lafayette 

657 

Spencer H. Webster 

333 

33 30 

6 

39 

R.nrlc Island 

658 

John T. Campbell. 

162 

16 20 

6 

22 

Lamport 

659 

F. S. Wood 

263 

26 30 

6 

32 

flrand Eh a in 

660 

W. A. Steers 

353 

35 30 

6 

41 

Soutji Park 

662 

John J. Zoller 

6 

60 

6 

6 

Phronix 

663 

James Jones 

158 

15 80 

6 

21 

Mayo 

664 

R. H. Shamhart. 

223 

22 30 

6 

28 

Greenland 

665 .Tosenh E. Dennis 

214 

21 40 

6 

27 

Crawford 

666 

Herbert Athey 

214 

21 40 

6 

27 

Erie 

667 

Seward A. Eddy 

133 

13 30 

6 

19 

Burnt Prairie 

668 

S. W. Cash 

272 

27 20 

6 

33 

Herder 

669 

David J. Braun 

3 

30 

6 

6 

Fillmore 

670 

E. H. Donaldson 

233 

23 30 

6 

29 

Eddyville 

672 

Daniel Lawrence 

333 

33 30 

6 

39 

Normal 

673 

George Champion 

124 

12 40 

6 

18 

Waldeck 

674 

Julius Ewert 

4 

40 

6 

6 

Pawnee 

675 

Robert W. Drennan 

203 

20 30 

6 

26 

A. O. Fay 

676 

Lewis O. Van Riper 

23 

2 30 

6 

8 

Enfield 

677 

Edward C. Robinson 

• 276 

27 60 

6 

33 

Illinois City 

679 

William H. Kistler. . . 

187 

18 70 

6 

24 

Clement 

680 

J. S. Ellingsworth 

171 

17 10 

6 

23 

Morrisonville 

681 

James M. Pence 

211 

21 10 

6 

27 

Blue Mound 

682 

Henry Hofer. 

184 

18 40 

6 

24 

Burnside 

683 

M. R. Kelly 

225 

22 50 

6 

28 

Gallatia 

684 

H. M. Ryan 

307 

30 70 

6 

36 

Rio 

685 

M. Dickerson 

163 

16 30 

6 

22 

Garfield 

686 

C. W. Dudley 

4 

40 

6 

6 

Orangeville 

687 

G. I. Cadwell 

126 

12 60 

6 

18 

Clifton 

688 

Peter Wright 

69 

6 90 

6 

12 

Englewood 

690 

Harry R. Stafford 

7 

70 

6 

0 

Iola 

691 

Samuel Marshall 

221 

22 10 

6 

28 

Raymond 

692 

James A Bradley 

220 

22 00 

6 

28 

Herrin’s Prairie 

693 

C. H. Pope 

321 

32 10 

6 

38 

Shiloh Hill 

695 

H. Shaw 

315 

31 50 

6 

37 

Belle Rive 

696 

N. R. Ross 

293 

29 30 

6 

35 

Richard Cole 

697 

M. S. Fry ... 

4 

40 

6 

6 

Hutton 

698 

John A. "Hutton 

194 

19 40 

6 

25 

Pleasant Plains 

700 


201 

20 10 



Temple Hill 

701 

George R. Ditterline 

380 

38 00 

6 

44 

Alexandria 

702 

F. P. Campbell. 

172 

17 20 

6 

23 

Braidwood 

704 


57 

5 70 



90 

90 

00 

90 

50 

00 

20 

70 

30 

30 

00 

40 

30 

20 

60 

30 

10 

20 

90 

00 

00 

10 

60 

30 

20 

30 

30 

60 

80 

30 

40 

40' 

30 

20 

30 

30 

30 

40 

40 

30 

30 

60 

70 

10 

10 

40 

50 

70 

30 

40 

60 

90 

70 

10 

00 

10 

50 

30 

40 

40 

00 

20 
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representatives — Continued. 


LODGES. 


NAMES. 


Ewing 

Joppa 

Star 

Farmer City 

Providence — 

Collinsville 

Johnsonville . . . 

Newtown 

Elvaston 

Calumet 

Arcana 

May 

Chapel Hill 

Rome 

Walnut 

Omaha 

Chandlerville. . 

Rankin 

Golden Rule — 

Raritan- 

Waterman 

Lake Creek 

Eldorado 

Harhor 

Carman 

Gibson 

Morning Star.. 

Sheridan 

Arrowsmith — 

Saunemm 

Lakeside 

New Holland. . . 

Danvers 

Scott Land 

Goode 

Winnebago 

Weldon 

Centennial 

Alta 

Akin 

Lyndon 

Lounsbury 

.Allendale 

Ogden 

Pre-emption 

Hardinsville 

Verona 

Mystic Star 

-Orel 

.Sibley 

Van Meter 

'Crete 

Sullivan 

Palace 

Littleton 

Triluminar 

Mizpah 

St. Elmo 

LaGrange 

Bay City 

New Burnside. . . 

Mansheld 

Lake View 

Grand Crossing. 
Ravenswood — 


705 

706 

709 

710 

711 

712 

713 

714 

715 

716 

717 

718 

719 

721 

722 

723 

724 

725 

726 

727 

728 

729 

730 

731 

732 

733 

734 

735 

737 

738 

739 

741 

742 

743 
741 

745 

746 

747 

748 

749 

750 


Will C Link 

R. R. Jones 

George Steely 

Henry Funk.. 

L. D. Lowell 

W. E. Hadley 

John A. Wagner 

A. J. Davis 

Thomas Garvey 

F. D. Day 

Henry Wunnicke 

J. L. Harrell 

L. L. Gallemore 

R. F. Casey 

George F. Clayton. 

H. P. Blackard 

Herman Rethor n 

John S. Hewings 

Adna J. Cornell 

J. P. Butler 

H. A. Schermerhorn 
Charles L. Duncan. . 

S. A. Whitlev 

Stephen H. Dorrans. 

G. W. Howell 

Amos Ball 

W. B. Cain 

Edward S. Morahn. . 

A. J. Hulbert 

Charles F. Ross 


Theo. Evans 

M. B. Munsell 

Warren Newcomb 

J. D. Bellamy 

J. O. Paul 

John A. Lisenby 

Frank Brewer. \ 

A. L. Clark 

C. M. Hudgins 

Chas. F. Hamilton 


751 


752 

754 

755 

756 

757 

758 

759 


L. W. Jackman 

Simon Holmes 

J. H. Seyler 

Chas. P. Carlton .... 

Richard P. Hoeg 

Richard B. Tapp 

W. Brown 


762 

763 

764 

765 

766 

767 

768 

769 

770 

771 

773 

774 
776 


F. D. Claypool 

R. A. Hewes 

James A. Steele • 

E. F. Bigelow 

John F. Snyder 

H W. Burnard 

J. E. Burton 

C. W. Bayles. 

Howard E. Patterson 

William S. Mosele} r . . 

J. A. Smith 

H. B. Scott 

Edwin F. Seavey : . . . 

Oliver Apgar 

F. A. Munson 


Miles 

Mileage .. 

1 

Per Diem. 

Total 

298 

$29 80 

$6 

$35 80 

208 

20 80 

6 

26 80 

99 

9 90 

6 

15 90 

130 

13 00 

6 

19 00 

10 

1 00 

6 

7 00 

286 

28 60 

6 

34 60 

252 

25 20 

6 

31 20 

134 

13 40 

6 

19 40 

239 

23 90 

6 

29 90 

16 

1 60 

6 

7 60 

3 

30 

6 

6 30 

284 

28 40 

6 

34 00 

323 

32 30 

6 

38 30 

271 

27 10 

6 

33 10 

110 

11 00 

6 

17 00 

291 

29 10 

6 

35 Hi 

201 

20 10 

6 

26 10 

111 

11 10 

6 

17 10 

1 

10 

6 

6 10 

202 

20 20 

6 

26 20 

64 

6 40 

6 

12 40 

320 

32 00 

6 

38 00 

297 

29 70 

6 

35 70 

12 

1 20 

6 

7 20 

213 

21 30 

6 

27 30 

110 

11 00 

6 

17 00 

182 

18 20 

6 

24 20 

66 

6 60 

6 

12 60 

126 

12 60 

6 

18 60 

83 

8 30 

4 

12 30 

3 

30 



168 

16 80 

6 

22 80 

136 

13 60 

6 

19 60 

151 

15 10 

6 

21 10 

295 

29 50 

6 

35 50 

94 

9 40 

6 

15 40 

143 

14 30 

6 

20 30 

142 

. 14 20 

6 

20 20 

155 

15 50 

6 

21 50 

316 

31 60 

6 

37 60 

123 

32 

12 30 

3 20 

6 

18 30 

242 

24 20 

6 

30 20 

143 

14 30 

6 

20 30 

183 

18 30 

6 

24 30 

218 

21 80 

6 

27 80 

74 

7 40 

6 

13 40 

4 

40 

6 

6 40 

276 

27 60 

6 

33 60 

104 

10 40 



195 

19 50 

6 

25 50 

30 

3 00 

6 

9 00 

176 

17 60 

6 

23 60 

12 

1 20 

6 

7 20 

237 

23 70 

6 

29 70 

12 

1 20 

6 

7 20 

5 

5 i 

6 

6 50 

217 

21 70 

6 

27 70 

15 

1 50 

6 

7 50 

384 

38 40 

6 

44 40 

323 

32 30 

6 

38 30 

131 

13 10 

6 

19 10 

5 

50 

6 

6 50 

10 

1 00 

6 

7 00 

6 

60 

6 1 

6 60 
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representatives. — Continued. 


LODGES. 




NAMES. 


n> 

2 

a 


o 


Gurney 

Wright’s Grove 

Siloam 

Colchester 

Potomac 

Constantia 

Beacon Light 

Stanford 

Riverton Union 

Morris 

Lerna 

Auburn Park 

Pittsfield 

Broadlands 

Calhoun 

A. T. Darrah 

Tadmor 

Myrtle 

E. M. Husted 

Normal Park 

Sidell 

Colfax 

Kenwood 

Sangamon 

Williamson 

Neponset 

Kensington 

S. M. Dalzell 

Nebo 

Royal 

Cornland 

Gillham 

Tracy 

Melvin 

DeLand 

Humboldt Park 

Ohio 

Lawn 

Ridgway 

Creal Springs 

Ben Hur 

Columbian 

Henderson 

New Canton 

Belknap 

Pearl 

Grove 

Arthur 

Mazon 

Sequent 

Edgar 

Rockport 

Pindlay 

Magic City 

Dean 

Toledo 

Triple 

Windsor Park 

Hindsboro 

Charity 

Berwyn 

Alto Pass 

Woodlawn Park 

Pides 

Park 


B 


778 

E. M. Bush 

351 

$35 10 

$6 

779 

Aaron G. Dicus 

5 

50 

6 

780 

W. H. Amerson 

4 

40 

6 

781 

Prank H. Williams 

211 

21 10 

6 

782 

A. M. Johnson 

121 

12 10 

4 

783 

William Schmidt 

3 

30 

6 

784 

Albert C. Pirleke 

10 

1 00 

6 

785 

Marcus Ger brick 

139 

13 90 

6 

786 

Walter B. Black 

191 

19 10 

6 

787 

Jacob J. Koenigsmark 

303 

30 30 

6 

788 

Ralph Jeffries 

178 

17 80 

6 

789 

Edwin P. Rowland 

8 

80 

6 

790 

Jacob Strauss 

246 

24 60 

4 

791 

E. T. Telling 

156 

15 60 

6 

792 

C. L. Nood 

272 

27 20 

6 

793 

ClarK Herr old 

157 

15 70 

6 

794 

James A. Womack 

330 

33 00 

6 

795 

Samuel M. St. Clair 

7 

70 

6 

796 

P. P. Armstrong 

236 

23 60 

6 

797 

Ossian D. Prary 

7 

70 

6 

798 


147 

14 70 


799 

E. H. Corpe 

120 

12 00 

'*6 

800 

Thomas A. Stevens 

5 

50 

6 

801 H. P. A. Sperling 

124 

12 40 

6 

802 

W. H. Perry 

317 

31 70 

6 

803 

G. W. McMillan 

123 

12 30 

6 

804 

Walter Brassington 

i3 

1 30 

6 

805 

C. P. Sherrard 

104 

10 40 

6 

806 

J. L. Lemmon 

260 

26 00 

4 

807 

John B. McGuyer 

316 

31 60 

6 

808 

H. M. Day 

187 

18 70 

6 

809 

G. W. Kimbro 

253 

25 30 

6 

810 

John A. McKeever 

13 

i 30 

6 

811 

E. B. Perry 

100 

10 00 

6 

812 

R. B. Moody 

150 

15 00 

6 

813 

Ellis E. McDermed 

5 

50 

6 

814 

J. L. Pomeroy 

103 

10 30 

6 

815 

Thos. Ginnever 

9 

90 

6 

816 

B. G. Brooks 

299 

29 90 

6 

817 

John W. Burnett 

336 

33 60 

6 

818 

George A. Mugler 

13 

1 30 

6 

819 

P. M. Glennon 

7 

70 

4 

820 

Arthur W. Fruit 

155 

15 50 

6 

821 

M. D. Massie 

292 

29 20 

6 

822 

JohnE. Holt 

346 

34 60 

6 

823 

George W. Dow 

120 

12 00 

6 

824 

P. P. Chessman 

21 

2 10 

6 

825 

D. N. Huckelberry 

176 

17 60 

6 

826 

Henry Burnham 

71 

7 10 

6 

827 

C. E. Van Patten 

53 

5 30 

6 

829 

George W. Hughes 

154 

15 40 

6 

830 

' W. T. Barton 

300 

30 00 

6 

831 

E. E. Earp 

204 

20 40 

4 

832 

E. B. Clark 

23 

2 30 

6 

833 

i O. P. Hope 

321 

32 10 

6 

834 

Rufus H. Smith 

190 

19 00 

6 

835 

i P. Kohl 

277 

27 70 

6 

83C 

iR. B. Gellies 

~ 7 

70 

6 

837 

C. L. W atson 

168 

16 80 

6 

838 

1 Seth Chandler •. . . 

197 

19 70 

6 

83S 

> Milan M. Hitchcock 

10 

1 00 

6 

84C 

• Charles B. Holcomb 

332 

33 20 

6 

841 

James P. Pershing 

6 

60 

6 

842 Edwin H. Crook 

17 

1 70 

6 

843lHervey E. Keeler 

10 

1 00 

6 


$41 10 
6 50 
6 40 

27 10 
16 10 

6 30 

7 00 
19 90 
25 10 
36 30 
23 80 

6 80 

28 60 
21 60 
33 20 
21 70 
39 00 

6 70 
29 60 
6 70 


18 00 

6 50 
18 40 
37 70 
18 30 

7 30 
16 40 

30 00 

37 60 
24 70 

31 30 
7 30 

16 00 
21 00 
6 50 
16 30 

6 90 
35 90 

39 60 

7 30 
4 70 

21 50 

35 20 

40 60 
18 00 

8 10 

23 60 
13 10 
11 30 

21 40 

36 00 

24 40 
8 30 

38 10 

25 00 
33 70 

6 70 

22 80 
25 70 

7 00 

39 20 
6 60 
7 70 
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representatives — Continued. 


LODGES. 


NO 


Hopewell 

Martinton 

Bluffs 

Stronghurst 

London 

Palestine 

Austin 

Chicago Heights 

Gothic 

Latham 


844 

845 

846 

847 

848 

849 

850 

851 

852 

853 


NAMES. 

Miles 

Mileage... 

Per Diem. 

►3 

o 

g 

M. S. Campbell 

126 

$12 60 

$4 

$16 60 

C. H. Edison 

68 

6 80 

6 

12 80 

P. C. Funk 

232 

23 20 

6 

29 20 

R. L. Taylor.* 

213 

21 30 

6 

27 30 

C. N. Hooper. 

183 

18 30 

6 

24 30 

M. H. Perrin 

254 

25 40 

6 

31 40 

Alfred E. Bartelme 

7 

70 

6 

6 70 

John Becker 

27 

2 70 

6 

8 70 

A. H. Behrens 

280 

28 00 

6 

34 00 

M. M. Vaughn 

185 

18 50 

6 

24 50 


AMENDMENT— To By-laws— Lost. 

Bro. L. W. Jackman called up the following- amendment 
to section 6, article 13, part 1, of Grand Lodge By laws, 
proposed last year, and moved its adoption, which was lost. 

That section 6, article 13, part 1, of Grand Lodge By-laws, be 
amended by striking out the word “five” in the fourth line, and in- 
serting in lieu thereof the word “four.” 


AMENDMENT— To By-laws— Lost. 

R. W. Bro. C. M. Forman called up the following amend- 
ment to section 1, article 25, part 2, Grand Lodge By- 
laws, proposed last year, and moved its adoption, which 
was lost: 

Every lodge under this jurisdiction shall, on or before the first 
day of August, annually, pay into the treasury of the Grand Lodge, 
through the Grand Secretary, the sum of sixty cents for each Master 
Mason belonging to such lodge at the time of making the annual re- 
turn. 


INTRODUCTION— Of Representative for Missouri. 

W. Bro. Geo. A. Stadler: — 31. W.Qrand Master: I have the honor 
of presenting the certificate of my appointment as Representative of 
the Grand Lodge of Missouri near this Grand Lodge. 

The M.W. Grand Master. — Brethren: I hold in my hand the prop- 
erly certified appointment of II. W. Brother Stadler as the Represen- 


$81 
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tative near our Grand Lodge of the Grand Lodge of Missouri. You 
will unite with me in according to that Grand Jurisdiction, through 
its Representative, the grand honors. 

R.W. Bro. Geo. A. Stadler: — M. W. Grand Master and Brethren: 
I thank you for the hearty reception you have accorded me as the 
Representative of the Grand Lodge of Missouri, near this Grand 
Lodge. Now, I assure you that I will try to discharge the duties of 
my office to the best of my ability. 


REPORT- Grand Examiners, 

The following report of the Committee to Examine Vis- 
itors was read by the Grand Secretary, and, on motion, was 
approved: 

To the Most Worshipful Grand Lodge, A.F. andA.M., of the State of Illinois: 

Your committee, appointed to examine visitors at this session of 
Grand Lodge, would beg leave to report that we have examined a 
number of representatives and visitors, several of whom were from 
other Grand Jurisdictions, and have recommended their admission to 
Grand Lodge. 

Fraternally submitted, 

W. B. GRIMES, 

A. B. ASHLEY, 

J. E. EVANS, 

JNO. W. ROSE, 
JAS. R. ENNIS, 

Committee. 


INVITATION— To Visit Illinois Masonic Orphans’ Home. 

R.W. Bro. George M. Moulton, on behalf of the Board 
of Directors of Illinois Masonic Orphans 5 Home, extended 
an invitation to members of the Grand Lodge to visit this 
institution. 
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GRAND OFFICERS APPOINTED. 

The Grand Secretary read the following- list of Grand 
Officers appointed by the Grand Master: 

R.W. Frank Crane, D.D Grand Chaplain Chicago. 

R.W. and Rev. W. H. Milburn. .Grand Orator Jacksonville. 

W. Ge’orge A. Stadler Deputy Grand Secretary... Decatur. . 

W. Walter Watson Grand Pursuivant Mt. Vernon. 

W. Joseph D. Everett Grand Marshal Chicago. 

W. Adam Ortseifen Grand Standard Bearer. .Chicago. 

W. Philip Maas Grand Sword Bearer Chicago. 

W. Chester E. Allen Grand Senior Deacon Galesburg. 

W. Haswell C. Clarke Grand Junior Deacon — Kankakee. 

W. George W. Hamilton ...Grand Steward Prairie City. 

W. W. W. Watson Grand Steward Barry. 

W. J. S. McClelland Grand Steward Decatur. 

W. Samuel Coffinberry — Grand Steward Peoria. 

Bro. R. R. Stevens Grand Tyler Chicago. 

INSTALL ATION-Of Grand Officers. 

M.W. John M. Pearson assisted by M.W. Bro. Owen 
Scott, as Grand Marshal, installed the following officers: 

M.W. Edward Cook Crand Master Chicago. 

R.W. Chas. F. Hitchcock Deputy Grand Master.. Peoria. 

R.W. Geo. M. Moulton Senior Grand Warden. .Chicago. 

R.W. Wm. B. Wright Junior Grand Warden.. Effingham. 

R.W. Wiley M. Egan Grand Treasurer Chicago. 

R.W. J. H. C. Dill Grand Secretary Bloomington 

W. Geo. A. Stadler Deputy Grand Secretary. Decatur. 

W. Walter Watson Grand Pursuivant — Chicago. 

W. Joseph D. Everett Grand Marshal Greenville. 

W. Adam Ortseifen Grand Standard Bearer. Mt. Vernon. 

W. Chester E. Allen Grand Senior Deacon. .Galesburg. 

W. Haswell C. Clarke Grand Junior Deacon. .Kankakee. 

W. George W. Hamilton Grand Steward Prairie City. 

W. W. W. Watson Grand Steward Barry. 

W. J. S. McClelland Grand Steward Decatur. 

W. Samuel Coffinberry Grand Steward Peoria. 

Bro. R. R. Stevens Grand Tyler Chicago. 
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Prior to the installation of the Grand Treasurer and 
Grand Secretary, the Grand Master announced that their 
bonds had been received and approved. 


REMARKS— Of Grand Master Cook. 

Brethren: 

I will not detain you with any remarks, further than to say that 
the great honor that I was conscious of a year ago, and that the great 
pleasure I then felt in accepting it, has been intensified by the reelec- 
tion to this office. I appreciate your fraternal kindness far more than 
I can express, and I can only renew the pledge which I made a year 
ago, that you shall have the most conscientious and best service that 
I am capable of rendering. 


REPORT OF COMMITTEE— Appointed to Visit M.W. Bro. D, C. Cregier. 

To the M. W. Grand Lodge of Illinois A.F. and A.M.: 

The undersigned, your committee appointed to visit M.W. Brother 
Cregier, now confined to his home by serious illness, respectfully re- 
ports, that, on Wednesday afternoon, we went to his home on Chicago 
avenue, just over the way from the city water works, which stand to- 
day as monuments to his faithful service and skillful designs. We 
found him sick indeed, but still maintaining much of the mental en- 
ergy and force that we have so often appreciated in Grand Lodge. 
We tendered to hini, as we were instructed to do, the earnest sym- 
pathy of the Grand Lodge and told him how we all had missed him at our 
annual communication. He replied that he had long hoped to be able to 
be with us for the thirty-seventh consecutive time in annual session, 
and regretted that his ill health prevented. He manifested his in- 
terest in the business of the Grand Lodge, discussing some issues then 
pending with his usual earnestness. With our kindest wishes, and a 
few flowers for remembrance, a fragrant testimonial of regard, and a 
reverent “God bless you,” heartily returned by him, we left him to the 
tender care of loving wife and family. 

Fraternally submitted, 

EDWARD COOK, 

JOSEPH ROBBINS, 

JNO. M. PEARSON, 

LEROY A. GODDARD, 

OWEN SCOTT, 


Committee. 
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APPOINTMENT OF COMMITTEES. 

The Grand Master announced the following' appoint- 
ments: 

MASONIC JURISPRUDENCE. 

DeWitt C. Cregier, James A. Hawley, Daniel M. Browning, John M* 
Pearson, Owen Scott. 

APPEALS AND GRIEVANCES. 

M. C. Crawford, Joseph E. Dyas, W. S. Cantrell, Alex. H. Bell, Eugene 

L. Stoker. 

CHARTERED LODGES. 

James L. Scott, Thomas W. Wilson, L. K. Byers, Geo. F. Howard, 
James McCredie. 

LODGES UNDER DISPENSATION. 

Daniel J. Avery, Henry C. Mitchell, Chas. H. Patton, R. T. Spencer, 

John Johnston. 

MILEAGE AND PER DIEM. 

Edward C. Pace, Ed L. Wahl, Geo. W. Cyrus. 

FINANCE. 

E. A. Goddard, Gil. W. Barnard, D. D. Darrah. 

CORRESPONDENCE. 

Joseph Robbins. 

GRAND EXAMINERS. 

W. B. Grimes, A. B. Ashley, J. E. Evans, J. W. Rose. J. R. Ennis. 


THANKS— To Grand Master. 

M.W. Bro. John M. Pearson introduced a resolution 
thanking- the Grand Master for his faithful, impartial, and 
zealous performance of his duties during the past year. 
Carried. 
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THANKS— To Eailroads and Hotels. 

W. Bro. Geo. W. Hamilton moved a vote of thanks be 
given railroads and hotels for reduced rates granted for 
this communication. 


CLOSED. 


At 1:08 p.m., no further business appearing, the M.W. 
Grand Master proceeded to close the Grand Lodge in ample 
form. 




Grand Master's address- 

84 LaSalle Street, 
Room 815, 

Chicago. 
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DISTRICTS AND DISTRICT DEPUTY GRAND MASTERS. 

FOR THE YEARS 1898-9. 


NAMES. 


POSTOFFICE ADDRESS. 


COUNTIES COMPOSING DISTRICT. 


W. M. Burbank 

Herbert Preston . . 

M. Bates Iott 

Luman T. Hoy 

Jacob Krobn 


3035 So. Park ave., Chicago 

1188 W. Adams St., Chicago 

Monadnock Blk, Chicago.. 

Woodstock, McHenry Co . 
Freeport, Stephenson Co. . 


Lodges Nos. 33, 160, 211, 308, 314, 410, 
437, 524,557, 639, 662, 686, 711, 726, 751, 

767, 774, 779, 784, 797, 810, 818, 836, 842, 
851, in Cook Co. 

Lodges Nos. 81, 182, 271, 310, 393, 411, 
478, 526, 610, 642, 669. 690, 716, 731, 758, 

768, 776, 780, 789. 800, 813, 819, 839, 843, 
Brighton Park, U. D. in Cook Co. 

Lodges Nos. 141, 209, 277, 311, 409, 422, 
50, S, 540, 611. 643, 674, 697, 717, 739, 765, 
770, 777, 783, 795, 804, 815, 832, 841, 
850, King Oscar, U.D. in Cook Co. 
Kane, McHenry, and Lake. 

Boone, Winnebago, and Stephen- 


Chas. E. Grove 

Daniel D. Hunt 

John B. Fithian 

Fred'ck E. Hoberg. 
T. Van Antwerp . . . 


Mt. Carroll, Carroll county 
DeKalb, DeKalb county . . 

Joliet, Will county 

Peru, LaSalle county 

Sparland, Marshall Co 


H. C. Cleaveland. . . 

O. F. Kirkpatrick.. 

S. G. Jarvis 

Louis Zinger 

S. A. Graham 

W. H. McClain 

D. E. Bruffett 


Rock Island, Rock Island 
county. 

Blandinsville, McDonough 
county. 

Victoria, Knox county . . . 
Pekin, Tazewell county .. 
Waynesville, DeWitt Co.. 
Onarga, Iroquois county. . 
Urbana, Champaign Co . . . 


Chas. F. Tenney . .. Bement, Piatt county 

R. D. Lawrence Springfield, Sangamon Co. 


Albert P. Grout 

W. O. Butler 

Alex. M. Boring 


Winchester, Scott county. 
LaHarpe, Hancock county 
Carlinville, Macoupin Co.. 


Hugh A. Snell 

Chas. A. Martin 

C. Rohrbough 


Litchfield, Montgomery Co 
Lawrence ville, Lawrence 
county. 

Kinmundy, Marion county 


H. T. Burnap... . 
James Douglas. 
J. M. Burkhart. 


Upper Alton, Madison Co. 
Chester, Randolph county 
Marion, Williamson Co.. . . 


Henry T. Goddard. 


Mt. Carmel, Wabash Co. . 


P. T. Chapman 


Vienna, Johnson county. . 


Jo Daviess, Carroll, and Whiteside. 

Ogle, Lee, and DeKalb. 

Kendall, DuPage, Will.and Grundy 

La Salle and Livingston. 

Bureau, Putnam, Marshall, and 
Stark. 

Henry, Rock Island, and Mercer. 

McDonough, Fulton, and Schuyler 

Knox, Warren, and Henderson. 

Peoria, Woodford, and Tazewell. 

McLean, DeWitt, and Ford. 

Kankakee, Iroquois, and Vermilion. 

Champaign, Douglas, Edgar, and 
Coles. 

Piatt, Moultrie, Macon, and Logan. 

Mason, Menard, Sangamon, and 
Cass. 

Brown, Morgan, Scott, and Pike. 

Adams and Hancock. 

Calhoun, Greene, Jersey, and Ma- 
coupin. 

Montgomery, Christian. and Shelby 

Cumberland, Clark, Crawford. Jas- 
per, Richland, and Lawrence. 

Clay, Effingham, Fayette, and Ma- 
rion. 

Bond, Clinton, and Madison. 

St. Clair, Monroe, and Randolph. 

Washington, Jefferson. Franklin, 
Perry, Jackson, and Williamson. 

Wayne, Edwards, Wabash, White 
Hamilton, Saline, and Gallatin. 

Hardin, Pope, Massac, Johnson, 
Union, Pulaski, and Alexander. 
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REPRESENTATIVES 

OF THE GRAND LODGE OF ILLINOIS NEAR OTHER GRAND LODGES. 


GRAND LODGE. 


Alabama 

Arizona 

Arkansas 

British Columbia 

California 

Canada 

Colorado 

Connecticut 

Delaware 

District of Columbia 

England 

Florida 

Georgia 

Idaho 

Indiana 

Indian Territory 

Ireland 

Kansas 

Louisiana 

Manitoba 

Maine 

Maryland 

Michigan 

Minnesota 

Mississippi 

Missouri 

Montana 

Nebraska 

Nevada 

New Brunswick 

New Hampshire 

New Jersey 

New Mexico 

New York 

New Zealand 

North Carolina 

North Dakota 

Nova Scotia 

Ohio 

Oregon 

Prince Edward Island 

Quebec 

Rhode Island 

Scotland 

South Australia 

South Carolina 

South Dakota 

Texas 

Utah 

Vermont 

Virginia 

West Virginia 

Wisconsin 

United Grand Lodge of Victoria. 
United Grand Lodge of New 
South Wales 


REPRESENTATIVE. 


RESIDENCE. 


W. W. Daffin 

Artemus Louden Grow 

R. J. Laughlin 

W. W. Northcott 

John McMurry 

J. E. D’Avignon 

Henry M. Teller 

John W. Mix 

Geo. M. Jones 

L. Cabel Williamson 

Walter Henry Harris 

James C. Craver 

James Whitehead 

Thomas C. Maupin 

B. M. Wiloughby 

Silas Armstrong 

Obadiah Ternan 

Matthew M. Miller 

Chas. F. Buck 

John Leslie 

Joseph A. Locke 

John S. Berry 

A. M. Seymour 

Alcinous Y. Davidson 

Frederic. Speed 

Martin Collins 

Cornelius Hedges 

George H. Thummel . . 

Charles E. Mack 

Isaac O. Beatteay 

Sewell W. Abbott 

Jos. A. Gaskill 

John W. Poe 

Wm. D. Critcherson 

William Beilby 

Hezekiah A. Gudger 

E. George Guthrie 

Theo. A. Cossman 

O. P. Sperra 

W. T. Wright 

Henry M. Aitkin 

E. C. Rothwell 

Newton D. Arnold 

Colonel Patrick Stirling 

John Trail McLean 

John F. Ficken 

Oscar S. Gifford 

Geo. Lopas, jr 

A. Scott Chapman 

Delos M. Bacon 

Beverly R. Wellford, jr 

S. D. Engle 

John'W. Lafiin 

Edward Edwards 


Grove Hill. 

Tombstone. 

Bentonville. 

Victoria. 

Weaverville- 

Windsor. Ont- 

Central City. 

Y alesville. 

Dover. 

Washington. 

London. 

Sutherland. 

W arrenton. 

Boise City. 

Vincennes. 

Wyandotte. 

Enniskillen. 

Topeka. 

New Orleans. 

Winnipeg. 

Portland. 

Baltimore. 

Detroit. 

Minneapolis. 

Vicksburg. 

St. Louis. 
Helena. 

Grand Island. 
Virginia. 

Saint John. 
Wolf boro. 
Mount Hoby. 
Boswell. 

New York. 

Hastings. 

Asheville. 

Casselton. 

Halifax. 

Ravenna. 

Union. 

Charlottetown. 

Montreal. 

Providence. 

Kippenross. 

Adelaide. 

Charleston. 

Canton. 

Houston. 

Salt Lake Citv 

St. Johnsbury. 

Richmond. 

Middleway. 

Milwaukee. 

Melbourne. 


Harry Passmore 


Sydney 
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REPRESENTATIVES 

OF OTHER GRAND LODGES NEAR THE GRAND LODGE OF ILLINOIS. 


GRAND LODGE. 


REPRESENTATIVE. 


RESIDENCE. 


Alabama 

Arizona 

Arkansas 

British Columbia 

California 

Canada 

Colorado 

Connecticut 

Delaware 

District of Columbia 

England 

Florida 

Georgia 

Idaho 

Indiana 

Indian Territory 

Ireland 

Kansas 

Louisiana 

Maine 

Manitoba 

Maryland 

Michigan 

Minnesota. 

Mississippi 

Missouri 

Montana 

Nebraska 

Nevada 

New Brunswick 

New Hampshire 

New Jersey 

New Mexico 

New York 

New Zealand 

North Carolina 

Nova Scotia 

Ohio 

Oregon 

Prince Edward Island 

Quebec 

Rhode Island 

Scotland 

South Carolina 

South Australia 

South Dakota 

Texas 

Utah 

Vermont 

Virginia 

West Virginia 

Wisconsin 

United Grand Lodge of South 

Wales 

United Grand Lodge of Victoria 


James A. Hawley 

Monroe C. Crawford. . 

R. T. Spencer 

Loyal L. Munn 

John McLaren 

Wiley M. Egan 

James A.' Hawley 

DeWitt C. Cregier 

William S Cantrell.. 
DeWitt C. Cregier — 

John C. Smith 

John C. Smith 

W. J. A. DeLancey . . . 

W. M. Burbank 

DeWitt C. Cregier... 

Charles H. Patton 

Wiley M. Egan 

George M. Moulton . . 
Leroy A. Goddard. . . 
Charles H. Brenan . . 

Jacob Krohn 

M. B. Iott 

Joseph E. Dyas 

Eugene L. Stoker 

DeWitt C. Cregier... 
George A. Stadler — 

A. B. Ashley 

John C. Smith 

John M. Palmer 

Malachi Maynard . . . 
Henry E. Hamilton. . 

W. B. Grimes 

Henry E. Hamilton. . 
Walter A. Stevens . . . 

John M. Pearson 

Edward C. Pace 

L. B. Dixon 

S. S. Chance 

Frank W. Havill 

E. T. E. Becker 

DeWitt C. Cregier. . . 

James A. Hawley 

Joseph Robbins 

Charles H. Patton... 
William L. Milligan. 
Robert L. McKinlay 

Edward Cook 

Owen Scott 

John L. McCullough. 
Daniel M. Browning. 
Charles Reifsnider. . 
Gil. W. Barnard 


Dixon. 

Jonesboro. 

Illiopolis. 

Freeport. 

Chicago. 

Chicago. 

Dixon. 

Chicago. 

Benton. 

Chicago. 

Chicago. 

Chicago. 

Centralia. 

Chicago. 

Chicago. 

Mt. Vernon. 

Chicago. 

Chicago. 

Chicago. 

Chicago. 

Freeport. 

Evanston. 

Paris. 

Evanston. 

Chicago. 

Decatur. 

LaGrange. 

Chicago. 

Springfield. 

Apple River. 

Chicago. 

Pittsfield. 

Chicago. 

Chicago. 

Godfre}". 

Ashle}". 

Chicago. 

Salem. 

Mt. Carmel. 
Mt. Carroll. 
Chicago. 
Dixon. 
Quincy. 

Mt. Vernon 

Ottawa. 

Paris. 

Chicago. 

Bloomington 

Olney. 

Benton. 

Chicago. 

Chicago. 
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LIST OF GRAND LODGES 

Recognized by the Grand Lodge of Illinois, together with names and addresses of 

Grand Secretaries. 


GRAND LODGE. 


Alabama 

Arizona 

Arkansas 

British Columbia — 

California 

Canada 

Colorado 

Connecticut 

Cuba 

Delaware 

District of Columbia 

England 

Florida 

Georgia 

Idaho 

Illinois 

Indiana 

Indian Territory 

Iowa 

Ireland 

Kansas 

Kentucky 

Louisiana 

Maine 

Manitoba 

Maryland 

Massachusetts 

Michigan 

Minnesota 

Mississippi 

Missouri 

Montana 

Nebraska 

Nevada 

New Brunswick 

New Hampshire...- 

New Jersey 

New Mexico 

New York 

New Zealand 

North Carolina 

North Dakota 

Nova Scotia 

Ohio 

Oklahoma 

Oregon 

Pennsylvania 

Prince Edward Island 

Quebec 

Rhode Island 

Scotland 

South Australia 

South Carolina 

South Dakota 

Tasmania 

Tennessee 

Texas 

Utah 

United Gr. Lodge of Victoria. . . 
United Grand Lodge of New 

South Wales 

Vermont 

Virginia 

Washington 

West Virginia 

Wisconsin 

Wyoming 


GRAND SECRETARY. 


ADDRESS. 


Henry C. Armstrong 

George J. Roskruge 

Fay Hempstead 

W. J. Quinlan 

George Johnson 

J. J. Mason 

Ed. C. Parmalee 

John H. Barlow 

Jose F. Pelon 

Benj. F. Bartram 

William R. Singleton 

Edward Letch worth 

W. P. Webster 

W. A. Wolihin 

Theo. W. Randall 

J. H. C. Dill 

William H. Smythe 

Joseph S. Murrow 

Theodores. Parvin 

Archibald St. George, D.G. Sec. 

Albert K. Wilson 

Henry B. Grant 

Richard Lambert 

Stephen Berry 

William G. Scott 

Jacob H. Medairy 

Sereno D. Nickerson 

J. S. Conover 

Thomas Montgomery 

J. L. Power. 

John D. Vincil 

Cornelius Hedges 

William R. Bowen 

Chauncey N. Noteware 

J. Twining Hartt 

George P. Cleaves . . f. 

Thos. H. R. Redway 

Alpheus A. Keene 

Edward M. L. Ehlers 

Rev. Wm. Ronaldson 

John C. Drewry 

Frank J. Thompson 

William Ross 

J. H. Bromwell 

Jas. S. Hunt 

Jas. F. Robinson 

Wm. A. Sinn 

Neil McKelvie 

John H. Isaacson 

Edwin Baker 

D. Murray Lyon 

J. H. Cunningham 

Charles Inglesby 

George A. Pettigrew 

John Hamilton 

John B. Garrett 

John Watson 

Christopher Diehl 

John Braim 


Montgomery. 

Tucson. 

Little Rock. 
Nelson. 

San Francisco. 

Hamilton, Ont. 

Denver. 

Hartford. 

Havana. 

Wilmington. 

Washington. 

London. 

Jacksonville. 

Macon. 

Boise City. 
Bloomington. 
Indianapolis. 
Atoka. 

Cedar Rapids: 
Dublin. 

Topeka. 

Louisville. 

New Orleans. 

Portland. 

Winnipeg. 

Baltimore. 

Boston. 

Coldw r ater. 

St. Paul. 
Jackson. 

St. Louis. 
Helena. 

Omaha. 

Carson City. 

St. John. 

Concord. 

Trenton. 

Albuquerque. 

New 7 York. 

Christchurch. 

Raleigh. 

Fargo. 

Halifax. 

Cincinnati. 

Stillwater. 

Eugene. 

Philadelphia. 

Summerside. 

Montreal. 

Providence. 

Edinburg. 

Adelaide. 

Charleston. 

Flandreau. 

Hobart. 

Nashville. 

Houston. 

Salt Lake City. 
Melbourne. 


Arthur H. Bray 

W. G. Reynolds 

Geo. W. Carrington. 

Thomas M. Reed 

Geo. W. Atkinson 

John W. Laliin 

Wm. M. Kuykendall. 


Sydney. 

Burlington. 

Richmona. 

Olympia. 

Charleston. 

Milwaukee. 

Saratoga. 
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PERMANENT MEMBERS. 


M.W. Bro. Harrison Dills, P.G.M., Bodley No. 1. 

M.W. Bro. DeWitt C. Cregier, P.G.M., Blaney No. 271. 

M.W. Bro. James A. Hawley, P.G.M., Friendship No. 7. 

M.W. Bro. Joseph Robbins, P.G.M., Quincy No. 296. 

M.W. Bro. W. H. Scott, P.G.M., Metropolis No. 91. 

M.W. Bro. Daniel M. Browning, P.G.M., Benton No. 61. 

M.W. Bro. John R. Thomas, P.G.M., Metropolis No. 91. 

M.W. Bro. John C. Smith, P.G.M., Miners No. 273. 

M.W. Bro. John M. Pearson, P.G.M., Piasa No. 27. 

M.W. Bro. Monroe C. Crawford, P.G.M., Jonesboro No. 111. 
M.W. Bro. Leroy A. Goddard, P.G.M., Fellowship No. 89. 

M.W. Bro. Owen Scott, P.G.M., Wade-Barney No. 512. 

M.W. Bro. Edward Cook, G. M., Blaney No. 271. 

R.W. Bro. Charles Fisher, P.D.G.M., Central No. 71. 

R.W. Bro. W. J. A. DeLancey, P.D.G.M., Centralia No. 201. 
R.W. Bro. Charles F. Hitchcock, D.G.M., Temple No. 46. 

R.W. Bro. Asa W. Blakesley, P.S.G.W., Bodley No. 1. 

R.W. Rro. Henry E. Hamilton, P.S.G.W., Lincoln Park No. 61L 
R.W. Bro. Henry C. Cleaveland, P.S.G.W., Trio No. 57. 

R.W. Bro. George M. Moulton, S.G.W., Covenant No. 526. 

R.W. Bro. William H. Turner, P.J.G.W., Oriental No. 33. 

R.W. Bro. William B. Wright, J.G.W., Effingham No. 149. 



®ur Jnraternal IDeab 


OTHER GRAND JURISDICTIONS 


M.W. Bro. John Quincy Adams Fellows 

Past Grand Master of Louisiana 
Died November 28, 1897 

W. Bro. Charles Webster Day 

Past Master Blaney Lodge No. 271 
Died February 15, 1898 


M.W. Bro. William B. Taliaferro 

past Grand Master of Virginia 
Died February 27, 1898 


M.W. Bro. John Paterson Fitzgerald 

past grand Master of Virginia 
Died June 10, 1898 


M.W. Bro. William Francis Drinkard 

Past Grand Master of Virginia 
Died July 11, 1898 

M.W. Bro. William H. Best 

Past grand Master of North Dakota 
Died May 3, 1898 

M.W. Bro. James R. Boyce, Sr. 

past Grand Master of Montana 
Died April 2, 1898 


M.W. Bro. Daniel Striker 

past Grand Master of Michigan 
Died April 11, 1898 
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OTHER GRAND JURISDICTIONS 


M.W. Bro. Henry C. Cook 

past Grand Master of Kansas 
Died June 12, 1898 


M.W. Bro. Palmer Job Pillans 

Past Grand Master of Alabama 
Died June 22, 1898 


M.W. Bro. James M. Harkey 

PAST GRAND MASTER • OF ARKANSAS 

Died September 28, 1897 


R.W. Bro. John W. Widderfield 

PAST DEPUTY GRAND MASTER OF COLORADO 

Died July 4, 1898 


R.W. Bro. William Abram Love, M.D. 

past Deputy Grand Master of Georgia 
Died January 22, 1898 


R.W. Bro. Charles C. Stevenson 

Grand Secretary of the Grand Lodge of Idaho 
Died February 28, 1898 


R.W. Bro. George C. Davis 

died October zi, 1897 


W. Bro. J. Henry Leonard 

Past deputy Grand Master of new Brunswick 
Died April zi, 1898 


The Grand Secretary desires to thank the editors of the following 
magazines and papers for kindly supplying his office with their publi- 
cations during the past year, in exchange for our proceedings. We 
shall be happy to exchange with all Masonic publications and papers 
having a Masonic Department: 

Voice of Masonry— 334 Dearborn street, Chicago. 

The Illinois Freemason— B loomington, 111. 

Masonic Advocate — Indianapolis, Ind. 

Masonic Chronicle— C olumbus, Ohio. 

Masonic Home Journal — L ouisville, Ky. 

The Freemason— Sydney, New South Wales. 

Masonic Tidings— M ilwaukee, Wis. 

The Trestle Board — 408 California street, San Francisco, Cal. 
The Royal Craftsman— Somerville, N. J. 

Masonic Journal— P ortland, Me. 

The Masonic Constellation— St. Louis, Mo. 

The New Zealand Craftsman— D unedin. 

Square and Compass— D enver, Colo. 

The Texas Freemason— San Antonio, Texas. 

The American Tyler— D etroit. 

The Freemason and Fez— Cedar Rapids, Iowa. 

Masonic Token— P ortland, Me. 

The Masonic Review— T acoma, Wash. 

Square and Compass— New Orleans, La. 

The Craftsman— A tlanta, Ga. 

The Kansas Freemason— Wichita, Kan. 
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PART I. 


REPORT OF THE COMMITTEE ON FOREIGN 
CORRESPONDENCE. 





Report of the Committee on Masonic Correspondence 


To the Most Worshipful Grand Lodge of Illinois, Free and Accepted Masons: 

At the earnest solicitation of Grand Master COOK we have reluc- 
tantly determined to essay a report in the topical form. Only those 
who have had some experience in reviewing can appreciate how a 
busy man prosecuting for a livelihood a profession that is exacting 
both nf time and endurance, and who has lived loner pnnnorh to erot 


ERRATA. 

On page i42 of the following report Quebec, Rhode Island, and 
South Australia should appear in the list of recognized grand lodges, 
from which they were dropped by a clerical error. 


hJrotner upton outlined tne nve divisions or his report in ad- 
vance, but the comprehensive and elastic character of their titles 
show that like Brother Fellows — who allowed his index to disclose 
the topics treated — he recognized the impossibility of laying down 
hard and fast lines at the outset, to which one would willingly adhere 
to the end. One of his headings— “Tabulated Data”— we shall appro- 
priate, giving thereunder the historical details usually embodied in 
reviews, in order that there may be no break in the historical record 
which these reports furnish of the grand lodges reviewed. To these 
data will be appended the customary table of statistics, wherein we 
shall again avail ourself of the labors of Most Worshipful Jesse B. 
Anthony, of New York, and beg to thank him therefor in advance. 

The necessity which the topical plan of report imposes, of exam- 
ining all the proceedings in advance of writing, will not admit of our 
usual custom of keeping the doors open until the eleventh hour for 
late arrivals, but should time permit we may notice in an addendum 
such proceedings as come to hand after this page goes to press. 


* rf* - T , - - '.*! I 

«* I .*.»(■ , • n 


t; 








Report of the Committee on Masonic Correspondence. 


To the Most Worshipful Grand Lodqe of Illinois, Free and Accepted Masons: 

At the earnest solicitation of Grand Master COOK we have reluc- 
tantly determined to essay a report in the topical form. Only those 
who have had some experience in reviewing- can appreciate how a 
busy man prosecuting for a livelihood a profession that is exacting 
both of time and endurance, and who has lived long enough to get 
tangled up with many other interests that may not be neglected with- 
out a guilty sense of having failed in duty to the community, the 
country, and the time in which he lives, might well hesitate before 
attempting a labor far in excess of that which has heretofore taxed 
his powers to the utmost — that of condensing the results of a survey 
of the Masonic field into one-half or one-third of the customary space. 

In determining the lines and scope of a report under this new de- 
parture we have before us two conspicuous examples: that of the 
lamented Past Grand Master Fellows, of Louisiana, who has just 
laid down the burden of life, and that of Grand Master Upton, of 
Washington. The former followed the topical plan for several years 
before his death, and the latter gave us a single example of it in his 
last report submitted one year before succeeding to the grand east. 

Brother UPTON outlined the five divisions of his report in ad- 
vance, but the comprehensive and elastic character of their titles 
show that like Brother Fellows — who allowed his index to disclose 
the topics treated — he recognized the impossibility of laying down 
hard and fast lines at the outset, to which one would willingly adhere 
to the end. One of his headings — “Tabulated Data” — we shall appro- 
priate, giving thereunder the historical details usually embodied in 
reviews, in order that there may be no break in the historical record 
which these reports furnish of the grand lodges reviewed. To these 
data will be appended the customary table of statistics, wherein we 
shall again avail ourself of the labors of Most Worshipful Jesse B. 
Anthony, of New York, and beg to thank him therefor in advance. 

The necessity which the topical plan of report imposes, of exam- 
ining all, the proceedings in advance of writing, will not admit of our 
usual custom of keeping the doors open until the eleventh hour for 
late arrivals, but should time permit we may notice in an addendum 
such proceedings as come to hand after this page goes to press. 
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NECROLOGICAL. 

Naturally, as we think, rather than from any labored considera- 
tion of fitness of arrangement, before taking up the actions of the liv- 
ing our thoughts turn to those who have been with us here, but now 
are not. The design to which we are working will forbid our saying 
in many instances what we may feel impelled to say of the work and 
characteristics of those who have passed away, but the growing 
custom of treating these subjects at some length in the addresses 
of grand masters, renders such limitations on this committee of less 
importance. 

Arkansas: This jurisdiction mourns the loss at the age of sixty- 
five, of Past Grand Master James M. Harkey, who had long served 
the grand lodge in many capacities. 

British Columbia: This grand lodge has suffered a serious be- 
reavement in the death of Past Grand Master Marcus Wolfe, whose 
last report correspondence we reviewed last year. 

California: Death has laid a heavy hand on this jurisdiction, 
claiming three past grand masters — Alvah Russell Conklin, Clay 
Webster Taylor, and Nathaniel Greene Curtis, aged sixty-two, 
fifty-three, and seventy-two. The latter had been a member of the 
grand lodge forty-five years, was four years grand master and sixteen 
years a member of the committee on jurisprudence, being its chair- 
man at the time of his death. 

Canada: Past Grand Master Daniel Spry, whose absence on 
account of severe illness was noted with regret at the annual com- 
munication, died, as we learn from the New York proceedings, July 
13, 1897. 

Idaho: We learn from the Iowa proceedings of the death at 
Boise City, February 28, 1898, of R.W. Charles C. Stevenson, grand 
secretary, and for the last ten years author of the Idaho reports on 
correspondence. He was the son of M.W. Edward A. Stevenson, 
ex-territorial governor and past grand master of Idaho, whose service 
in the grand east was contemporaneous with our own. 

Indiana: The loss suffered by this jurisdiction is referred to by 
the grand master as of “three mighty men” — Past Grand Masters Al- 
exander C. Downey (at eighty-one), and Andrew J. Hay (at seventy- 
one), and Past Senior Grand Deacon Alexander Thomas, aged 
sixty-eight. 

Iowa: Three past grand masters are included in the mournful 
chronicle of Iowa — Zephaniah Caleb Luse, who died at seventy- 
one; Ralph Gurley Phelps, at fifty-two, and William Paget Al- 
len, at seventy-four. The first two it was our good fortune to know 
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personally. We met Brother Luse at the Grand Commandery of 
Iowa, in Keokuk, many years ago, and Brother Phelps was one of 
the strong men sent up by Iowa to the Masonic Congress at Chicago, 
in 1893. 

Kentucky: The grand master announced the death of Past 
Grand Master Elisha Sherman Fitch, aged seventy-four, and of 
Past Grand Master Myrax J. Williams, the immediate predecessor 
of Brother Fitch in the grand east, “full of years.” 

Louisiana: Here death found his most shining mark and took 
the noblest Roman of them all— Past Grand Master John Quincy 
Adams Fellows, in his seventy-third year. Brother Fellows was 
a native of Topsham,Vt., the fifth generation from Samuel Fellows, 
who came from England between 1635 and 1643, and settled in Massa- 
chusetts. His great grandfather fought under Washington in the 
Revolutionary war. Of this descent Grand Master Brice says: 

It is said by an eminent writer, there is received an education 
which springs from religious ancestral stock that sinks into the brain 
and heart of the child and forms the basis of character in later years. 
A descendent in an unbroken line of Puritan stock that left England 
so early as 1643, our brother came of a race of men of sterling worth, 
of patriots, lovers of liberty, and who believed in God and duty. So 
was moulded the child, so grew the man. 

He was a graduate of the University of Vermont and received 
the degrees of Masonry in that state. He removed to Louisiana in 
1850, and was an alumnus of the University of Louisiana (now Tulane 
University) law class in 1852. He was elected grand master of Louisi- 
ana in 1860 — taken from the floor, when only thirty-five years of age — 
and held the grand east for the next six years. Says the grand master: 

During these years, the most critical, perhaps, in the history of 
the grand lodge, his executive powers were tested, and the result 
proved he was equal to the task confided to his keeping. He was 
the grand representative to this grand east for California, Florida, 
Maryland, Mississippi, and Vermont. 

Says Grand Master Sutherland, of New York: 

In the dark days of our Civil War M. W. Brother Fellows extended 
a fraternal hand to brethren of obedience of the Grand Lodge of 
New York under circumstances of extraordinary interest and ever 
grateful remembrance. 

Bro. Edwin Cole, a private in the list regiment of New York Vol- 
unteers, and a member of Hope Lodge No. 244, was, on the 21st day of 
July, 1861, severely wounded at the battle of Bull Run and taken pris- 
oner. After a brief imprisonment at Richmond he was removed to 
the city of New Orleans, when the M. W. Brother Fellows, then grand 
master of Masons in Louisiana, provided Brother Cole and eight of 
his fellow prisoners, who were Craftsmen, with clothing, with medi- 
cal attendance, and with every needful comfort in the hour of their 
extremity. This exhibition of fraternal consideration under such 
embarrassing and distressing circumstances evoked a storm of criti- 
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cism throughout the state of Louisiana, which was subsequently met 
by the formal action of the Grand Lodge of Louisiana approving- the 
course of its grand master, and in June, 1862, the Grand Lodge of New 
York, by duly engrossed and certified resolutions, made its formal ac- 
knowledgments to the grand master of Louisiana for this most gra- 
cious evidence of his Masonic charity. 

Brother Fellows was very active in the various bodies built upon 
Masonry. He had been at the head of the Capitular, Cryptic, and 
Templar bodies in his own state; was elected general grand scribe of 
the General Grand Chapter of Royal Arch Masons of the United 
States in 1865, and was grand master of the Templar body in the 
United States from 1871 to 1874. During his grand mastership of the 
Templars he became a member — the only one in the United States — 
of the Order of the Grand Cross of the Temple, then newly founded 
in England and limited in its constitution to thirty members, at the 
head of which is the Prince of Wales, whose sentiments are thus 
reflected in the communication of his grand chancellor transmitting 
the star of the order to Brother Fellows: 

I rejoice to make more certain to you that the Prince of Wales, 
by his own motion and peculiar favor, has conferred upon you, his 
brother and Sir Knight, the insignia of the grand cross of the order, 
in order that the bonds of fraternal love between the nations, united 
in blood , may be more thoroughly drawn together. 

We quote further from Grand Master Brice: 

Ancient and Accepted Scottish Bite . — In 1856 Brother Fellows received 
the degrees of the Ancient and Accepted Scottish Rite from the 4th 
to the 32d; in 1857 he was crowned Inspector General of the 33d de- 
gree, Southern Jurisdiction. In 1870 he was elected as an active mem- 
ber of the Supreme Council, Southern Jurisdiction, and became, for 
Louisiana and Mississippi, jointly with Bro. S. M. Todd, inspector 
general of those states. 

Through his published writings as chairman of the law and cor- 
respondence committees he has rendered an inestimable service to 
the Craft, a service whose value has been greatly enhanced by the 
fact that he furnished an example, conspicuous for its rarity, of an 
active inspector general so sturdily loyal to his irrevocable primary 
engagements that he never sought to bolster up the pretensions of 
an imperial simulacrum in whose associations he found pleasant and 
valued fellowships, by any act or word inimical to the integrity of 
Free and Accepted Masonry — the Masonry of the Charges of a Free- 
mason. 

Manitoba: The grand master announced the death of Past Grand 
Master John Headley Bell, at the early age of fifty-seven. He 
succeeded to the grand east at forty, and served five years. 

Massachusetts: This grand lodge mourns the loss of Past Grand 
Master Otis Everett Weld, at the age of fifty-seven. He served 
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one year in the grand east, declining- a re-election in 1894 on account 
of already failing- health. 

Missouri: The grand master announced the death of the senior 
past grand master, M.W. Bro. Samuel H. Saunders, at the ripe age 
of eighty-three, who came to the grand east in 1857, and of Past 
Grand Master George R. Hunt, at seventy-three, who was elected 
in 1886. 

Montana: This -jurisdiction mourns the loss of Past Grand Mas- 
ter John Stedman, aged sixty-one. He was a native of Maine, and 
came to the grand east in 1878. 

Nebraska: Past Grand Master George Armstrong has gone 
over to the majority at the age of seventy-seven. During a portion 
of the time he held the grand east — from 1860 to 1863 — he was in the 
military service of the United States, a major of Nebraska volunteers. 

New Hampshire: The grand master announced the death of 
Past Grand Master Andrew Bunton, aged fifty-five. He succeeded 
to the grand mastership in 1880. 

New Jersey: The grand master announced the death of Past 
Grand Master Robert M. Moore. The sad intelligence came to us 
when our report of last year was passing through the press, and was 
communicated to the Craft of Illinois in a foot note to our review of 
New Jersey. The following from the address of Grand Master Fort- 
meyer will be of interest to the many Illinois brethren who had per- 
sonally met and admired the distinguished brother: 

The death of M.W. Brother Moore, in the prime of life, removed 
from our midst a man of strong personality and large attainments. 
In all that pertained to legislation in this grand lodge which made 
for its best interests, he was a strong and eloquent advocate, and the 
impress of his mind and thought will be enduring. The welfare and 
prosperity of the Craft were an ever-present concern with him, and his 
labors'to this end were untiring and his zeal unquestioned. His was a 
most familiar presence in all gatherings of the Craft, and by his ear- 
nest advocacy of Masonic principles maintained and strengthened the 
regard of his brethren. He was enthusiastic and impassioned in all 
his utterances, and thereby evinced the fullness and completeness of 
the faith that was in him. 

New South Wales: This jurisdiction mourns the loss of M.W. 
Bro. Col. C. F. Stokes, one of the strong men who assisted in the 
formation of the grand lodge, being chairman of the committee of 
conference which drew up the articles of union. He was the first 
deputy grand master of the united grand lodge. 

New York: This grand lodge has been bereft of Past Grand Mas- 
ter James Gibson, aged eighty-two. His election to the grand east 
in 1868 was cotemporaneous with our first assignment to this commit- 
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tee, and his work which came under our prentice hand as a reviewer, 
left upon our mind an indelible impression of the personality behind 
it, which accords very closely with the lines in which he is eloquently 
portrayed by the obituary committee. 

North Carolina: This grand lodge mourns the loss of two 
past grand masters — M.W. Alfred Martin, aged eighty-five, who 
reached the grand east in 1858, and M.W. Eli Faucette WILSON, 
aged eighty-six, who held it in 1862-64. 

Texas: This jurisdiction loses one of its strong men, Past Grand 
Master John Sayles, at seventy-two. He was a native of New York 
and as we learn from the address of Grand Master Watkins, was de- 
scended on his father’s side from Roger Williams, on his mother’s 
side was a great grandson of the celebrated missionary, John Sear- 
GENT, and was related to the scholarly families of Edwards, Dwights, 
and Sedgwicks. Of his services the grand master says: 

He was elected grand master of Masons in Texas in the year 1852. 
In the year 1878, at the instance of a committee appointed by this 
grand lodge, he prepared the work known as Sayles’ Masonic Juris- 
prudence, which was made the accepted authority of Masonry in 
Texas, and rendered to the Order a service unsurpassed by any one 
who ever lived in the state. In every work of life he has been a most 
conspicuous exemplar of the principles and practices of our Order. 
A faithful, generous friend, a tender and affectionate husband and 
father, a kind and obliging neighbor, a pure and upright citizen, and 
one of God’s own noblemen, his name is a household word over the 
whole state of Texas. 


AS OTHERS SEE US. 

Our report would lose much of its interest were we to omit all 
mention of what the reviewers of other jurisdictions have to say of the 
Illinois proceedings. In reproducing the gist of their criticisms we 
hope not to depart widely from our usual custom of keeping the per- 
sonal equation — -so far as this committee is concerned — as small as 
possible. 

Of such grand lodges as are not mentioned under this head it will 
be understood — unless marked “No report,” in the last column of 
Table I — that a report on correspondence is printed but that Illinois 
proceedings do not find a place in it. 

Arkansas. — Bro. A. B. Grace, who was to have divided the prepa- 
ration of the report with Chairman Davidson, and who was finally 
compelled to do the whole work — with excellent results — gives two 
very commendatory pages to Illinois for 1896. He finds much to com" 
mend in the address of Grand Master Scott, which he styles “an ex- 
cellent paper, adorned with choice imagery,” putting in a hearty 
“Amen” to the decision that a lodge cannot instruct a brother to cast 
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the entire vote of the lodge for any brother for an office even though 
he is the only one in nomination, recognizing the element of duress 
which the practice contains, as giving it value with rings and slate- 
makers; is fully in accord with the new by-law forbidding the prosti- 
tution of the Masonic name to commercial uses; gives an assent which 
we are sure must have been hastily formed, to the proposition to force 
annual rotation in the chief office, and says that the oration of Vice- 
President Stevenson fully justified the reputation of that able and 
eminent Mason, orator, and statesman.” In the course of his very 
complimentary notice of the Illinois report on correspondence, he says: 

Arkansas for 1895 is reviewed in kindly spirit. Like several other 
reviewers, Brother Robbins is inclined to have his doubts about the 
state of Grand Master Richmond’s digestive apparatus. Well, pos- 
sibly his address was a little too pessimistic, but remember, that was 
in 1895. Now that we Arkansawyers are being blessed with high-priced 
bread and low-priced cotton, no doubt Brother Richmond is taking 
a more cheerful view of things. 

British Columbia. — The excellent and sparkling report of Bro. A. 
De Wolf Smith, in which he confesses to the prentice hand whose 
presence would otherwise be unsuspected, deals generously with our 
proceedings for 1896. 

He notes without comment the opposition of Grand Master Scott 
to life membership, and his reaffirmation of Grand Master Gurney’s 
edict against printed rituals and cyphers, and credits his decisions 
with being in accord with common sense, and no doubt with Illinois 
law, but of one he says: 

No. 7 is to the effect that a man who is constantly travelling and 
has no fixed residence, cannot petition a lodge in Illinois. We only 
note this to remark that the practice is different in British Columbia, 
where persons employed in the mercantile marine are made Masons 
without any residential qualification. 

Brother Stevenson’s oration is characterized as well worth pe- 
rusing, and the report on correspondence as being as full of Masonic 
learning and information as an egg is full of meat. He quotes from 
the introduction our remarks on the duration of jurisdiction and on 
cypher rituals, closing with a remark which perhaps justifies us in 
thinking that he regards them as profitable for doctrine. The quality 
of Brother Smith’s wit may be judged by this reference to Brother 
Miller (Kansas) after chronicling the fact that the latter had an- 
nihilated this committee in ten pages of his report: 

He does this the more unwillingly as he has a high opinion of 
Brother Robbins’ literary attainments and imagination, ranking him 
with those celebrated historical writers, Gulliver and Munchausen. 

California.— Past Grand Master William Abraham Davies gives 
nearly five pages of his report (which is of standard excellence) to our 
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proceedings for 1896. He notes that California’s representative, Past 
Master John McLaren, made no sign, although he failed to find his 
name in the report of the committee on obituaries. 

He is impressed with the magnitude of our equipment: 

It takes an army of officials to keep the immense jurisdiction of 
Illinois in marching order; hence we are not surprised to note in the 
journal a roll of sixty-four deputy grand lecturers, thirty district 
deputy grand masters, and a board of grand examiners. We suppose 
when the Craft ventures out on the lake they have a grand admiral 
and grand sailing master, and then again we plainly see the hand of 
Providence in providing the jurisdiction with the men for the occa- 
sion. 

We note here for information that except in some rare instances 
where a fellow wants to make his escape out of the country, the Illi- 
noisans are not a sea-going craft. They use water for drinking pur- 
poses rather than navigation, and instead of venturing out on the 
lake they have the lake brought in to their tables. 

Brother Davies’ notice shows that he had thoroughly examined 
our proceedings. He extracts some gems from Grand Master Scott’s 
address; notes without further comment his opposition to life mem- 
bership, and his active measures against vendors or possessors of pre- 
tended rituals, and joins in the general commendation of his decision 
against the practice of authorizing by vote some brother to cast the 
entire vote of the lodge in an election, of which he says: 

True as can be, Brother Scott; but the brethren will do it. The 
example being most always set in grand lodge, when, after four or 
five ballots, they get weary and are ready for the motion. 

It has been many years since such a motion was entertained in 
our grand lodge, and it was never entertained against a single objec- 
tion. We have marveled much in our reviewing at the increasing 
frequency with which grand secretaries permit such a motion to get 
into the record, especially in incorporated, property-holding grand 
lodges, in face of the opinion of many good jurists that an election 
so had is of questionable validity. The motion should not be enter- 
tained, but if it is, the record should show only the fact of the elec- 
tion, not also the method of voting, however flattering it may be to 
the grand secretary or grand treasurer, the usual beneficiaries of the 
motion. 

Brother Davies copies without comment the resolution against 
the grandmaster succeeding himself in office; styles Brother Steven- 
son’s oration “an eloquent eulogy upon the life and history of Free- 
masonry, and gives the closing portion of the report on obituaries. 
His estimate of the value of the report on correspondence is gen- 
erously flattering, and he reproduces portions of the introduction 
touching jurisdiction over rejected material, non-affiliation, printed 
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rituals, and the Mexican grand diet. Referring to an individual 
phase of the grand representative question to which we had given 
some attention, he says: 

Brother Robbins has been worried over the silence and reported 
absence of the representative of Illinois near the Grand Lodge of 
California. He had about concluded that if Bro. John McMurry had 
an existence it was an “astral,” but by diligently pursuing his search 
he is finally rewarded, and we hear him exclaim, “Long lost, now 
found — good news for Illinois!” 

Canada.— Past Grand Master Henry Robertson gives nearly 
nine of his one hundred and fifteen pages in review of other jurisdic- 
tions, to the Illinois proceedings for 1896. . All the salient features of 
the work of the session are noted or reproduced, and extended quota- 
tions are made from the address of Grand Master Scott, and from 
the reports on jurisprudence and correspondence. The oration of 
Brother Stevenson is characterized as an eloquent and admirable 
production, and regret is expressed that he had not space to do jus- 
tice to its merits, which no extracts would do. 

Colorado.— Nearly four pages of Past Grand Master Greenleaf’s 
report on correspondence are devoted to the Illinois proceedings for 
1896, which he reviews with his customary courtesy and discriminat- 
ing ability. He quotes Grand Master Scott’s introductory words, 
and also from his remarks anent “conclaves” — to which neighboring 
lodges are invited — for work; notes the issue of his edict against the 
use of pretended rituals, and observes that he is fearless and outspoken 
against life membership, as being not only useless but positively harm- 
ful. He reproduces the working portion of the partially dissenting re- 
port of the jurisprudence committee’s report on this subject and says 
of the oration: 

A fine oration was delivered by R.W. Bro. Adlai E. Stevenson, 
grand orator, whose views of the great work wrought by Masonry in 
the upbuilding of this nation and in promoting the best interests of 
mankind were in full accord with those of the best Masonic scholars 
of this age. 

In his complimentary notice of our report he quotes from our re- 
marks in reference to non-affiliation, which we find to be quite in line 
with his present views on the subject, and says they of Colorado are 
fully in accord with the view which we said we thought reflected the 
prevailing consensus of opinion, that the asylum plan is neither the 
most economical nor the most desirable plan of Masonic beneficence, 
at least for small jurisdictions. 

Connecticut. — The grand secretary, Past Grand Master John H. 
Barlow, gives nearly five pages to the Illinois proceedings for 1897. 
He congratulates the grand secretary on his promptness in issuing 
the proceedings, the volume of over 500 pages having reached him on 
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October 27, the communication having - closed October 7. He quotes 
at some length from the address of Grand Master SCOTT, and also 
makes an extended extract from the “eloquent oration” of Grand 
Orator Mason. An interesting side light is thrown upon the chirog- 
raphy of Brother Barlow by the printer, who brought out the title 
of Brother Mason’s address— “The Evolution of a Nation,” as “The 
Evolution of Nature.” 

Our criticism of the action of a district deputy who opened a 
Connecticut lodge in the absence of the master and wardens, brings 
out the explanation that the Connecticut constitution “gives to dis- 
trict deputies the power of presiding in any lodge in his district, if 
he so elect, even in the presence of its officers, and it was under this 
power that the district deputy acted in the case alluded to.” 

We are glad to find that the power exercised was constitutional, 
as the language of Grand Master Welsh in reporting the case indi- 
cated that the power used had no other foundation than the inference 
that because the deputy was appointed by the grand master, he was 
empowered to do anything that the appointing power could do. 

Touching waiver of territorial jurisdiction, he says the rule in 
Connecticut is the same as in Illinois — the consent of all the lodges 
having concurrent jurisdiction must be obtained. 

He quotes without other approval than that implied by his will- 
ingness to find space for it, a portion of our remarks on the prostitution 
of the Masonic name to commercial purposes by insurance associa- 
tions and others, and kindly says of our report as a whole that “it is 
worthy the study of the thinking Mason.” 

Delaware. — The Delaware committee (Lewis H. Jackson) finds 
two pages of his very much condensed report hardly more than enough 
for the mention of matters of interest found in our proceedings of 1896. 
He quotes from the grand master’s address, from the remarks of Grand 
Chaplain MiLBURN, and from the address of Brother Stevenson, 
which he characterizes as an able and instructive oration. He makes 
a very generous estimate of the value of the report on correspondence, 
and says that our discussion of Mexican Masonry under the head of 
Kansas and elsewhere, is convincing against the recognition of the 
grand diet. 

District of Columbia. — Grand Secretary Singleton briefly reviews 
the Illinois proceedings for 1896, saying: 

This volume of the Illinois Grand Lodge was received at our office 
October 30, 1896, and would have been reviewed for our report of that 
year, but unfortunately the writer was taken ill on the 21st of that 
month and was not able to finish his report on correspondence nor be 
present at the annual communication of the grand lodge. 
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We hope that the proceeding's of Illinois for 1897 will reach us in 
time for a review thereof to be included in this report. 

This hope was realized, and he gives them a thorough examination 
and a condensed statement of results. He commends Grand Master 
Scott’s remark that hurried work is poor work, and it is a great mis- 
take to attempt to confer too many degrees in one evening, and says 
that “anyone who has witnessed such attempts must concur in his 
dictum .” 

He says he does not concur in some of the grand master’s decisions, 
but does not specify which, and agrees that they are all in accord 
with our constitution. Our report receives appreciative mention. 

Georgia. — The Georgia reviewer, Bro. W. S. Ramsay, is most com- 
plimentary in his notice of Illinois for 1896. The prayer of Grand 
Chaplain Milburn is characterized as “beautiful in the extreme — 
adapted to the occasion and the place,” and the address of Grand 
Master SCOTT as a masterpiece of eloquence and logic worthy of 
preservation in the literature of Masonry. He expresses the opinion 
that Brother Stevenson’s magnificent address if disseminated in 
pamphlet form through all the lodges in the land would accomplish 
more to give exalted ideas of Masonic membership than a thousand 
commonplace homelies on the subject. Referring to the recognition 
of foreign grand bodies, he says: 

The Grand Orient of Spain is not now recognized by any grand 
jurisdiction that we are aware of but New Zealand, and if that grand 
body persists in affiliation, it is the disposition of our own and many 
other jurisdictions to withdraw recognition. 

The Illinois report on correspondence, he is kind enough to say, 
is a volume “that will be welcomed to a place in our Masonic libra- 
ries.” In closing his notice of it he says: 

Brother Robbins devotes sixteen pages of his review, under Kan- 
sas, to the history of Masonry in Mexico. As we read his strictures 
we conclude that the grand dieta really has no history. He calls it 
“the unlineal conglomeration which in Mexico assumes functions of 
a modified grand lodge.” 

He probably meant to say that it had no history. In its brief 
existence it has made history, lots of it, and of the most unsavory 
kind, both for itself and for some of its promoters on this side of the 
Rio Grande. It is to be hoped that soon we can all rest in the assur- 
ance that the last half of the witty description applied to another 
hybrid, the mule — that it had “neither pride of ancestry nor hope of 
posterity,” is as true of the gran dieta as the first half is. 

Idaho. — Grand Secretary Charles C. Stevenson, who for a dec- 
ade had enriched this department of Masonic labor with able reports 
bristling with qualities which made him a general favorite with the 
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guild, to whose untimely death we have elsewhere referred, gave our 
proceedings for 1896 a most excellent review. He was greatly im- 
pressed with the truth of Grand Master SCOTT’S remark that ‘‘ab- 
sorbed in the routine of business and ritual we almost forget the 
great mission and work of our Craft,” and confessed that the situa- 
tion when the grand master sat down on the key and cipher business 
was such as he liked, and emphasized his satisfaction by quoting 
from our report, on the same subject. 

He also quotes in extenso the remarks of the grand master on life 
membership, and the story of the relic of the Spanish Armada as 
told by Brother Spencer in presenting the gavel made of an oaken 
timber from a wrecked vessel of that famous fleet. 

In his generous reference to our report, he said: 

The learned reviewer is very pronounced in his opposition to the 
Mexican “gran dieta,” and intimates that certain prominent breth- 
ren, also prominent in certain “high rite” societies, are exerting their 
influence in favor of the Mexicans, who gained their existence from 
these same high rite bodies. This helps to confirm our suspicion that 
brethren generally prominent and active in the highers are very in- 
different as to the poor little, plain “blue lodge.” It is another case 
of the mistletoe and the oak. 

We are sorry to find the following about the representative of 
Illinois* 

The attendance of Bro. T. C. Maupin, grand representative of 
Illinois, was noted. Poor brother! He will never attend again, for 
stricken with paralysis he is calmly and patiently awaiting the in- 
evitable, come when it may. 

He did not share our expectation that the ladies of the Eastern 
Star would take his grand lodge fully under their jurisdiction, but said 
the men were courteous and gallant enough to allow the ladies to help 
entertain visiting brethren. In closing his notice of Illinois he said: 

We are not yet ready to give an opinion, much less to review, on 
the Mexican question, and are not certain that even after wading 
through the mass of circulars and stuff piled into our office by the 
Mexicans and others, we may be able to correctly come to a decision. 
On one point vve are resolved, and that is if the gran dieta has re- 
moved the Holy Bible from her lodge-rooms and allows women to be 
made Masons, as has been repeatedly charged, we want nothing to do 
with such bastard Masonry as that, even if she was correctly organ- 
ized, and whether under the Scottish Rite, or the Dutch Rite, or the 
Chinese Rite, or any other authority. The acts of those Mexicans, if 
true, are enough to damn them among the true Masons of the world, 
whose minds and consciences have not become warped from associa- 
tion with rites carried out to an endless attenuation. We leave this 
able report with sincere regret, and commend it to our reading 
brethren. 
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Indiana. — Past Grand Master Ruckle, the accomplished reviewer 
of our eastern neighbor, requires five pages in which to touch the 
points of interest in our proceedings for 1897. He epitomizes the ad* 
dress of Grand Master Scott which he says evinces that the duties 
of his office had the highest and fullest consideration, the business of 
the session and the report on correspondence, quoting from the latter 
our remarks relating to the reception by the American Craft of the 
Wisconsin proposition respecting Masonic relief. In closing, he thus 
refers to us: 

He is a determined opponent of the recognition of the Gran Dieta 
of Mexico, not so much upon the ground of the alleged unlawful prac- 
tices as upon the question of the competency of so-called Scottish 
Rite lodges, holding charters from no grand lodge, to create a recog- 
nizable grand lodge. 

He speaks (under Colorado) of the advocacy of recognition as a 
revolutionary propaganda aiming to establish the doctrine that the 
permission of a grand lodge is not requisite to the formation of a law- 
ful lodge, and to place dissenters from the original plan of Masonry 
on an equal footing with genuine brethren. 

We should always be grateful to those who help us to see ourselves 
as others see us. If we have dwelt less upon the unlawful practices 
of the grand diet, which in themselves furnish abundant reason for 
refusing recognition, than upon other considerations, it has been be- 
cause these unlawful practices lay upon the surface to be seen and 
abhorred of all who value their obligations to the landmarks, while 
to the great majority of the craftsmen the other question is either 
unfamiliar or is rendered occult by the sophistries of the propagan- 
dists. 

Iowa. — Bro. J. C. W. Coxe, who has rapidly won his acknowledged 
way to a front rank among reviewers, thus approaches our proceed- 
ings of 1897: 

One might well look in dismay at this thick volume of five hun- 
dred and twenty-five pages if he proposed to himself the task of 
extracting therefrom all of the good things which it contains. For- 
tunately for the reviewer, he is not compelled so to do, but may make 
his selections as taste or caprice may determine, as one selects his 
dinner from an ample bill of fare. We prefer the ample to the scant 
menu; it is embarrassing to the waiter who asks, “Tea or coffee, sir?” 
to be obliged to answer: “If the last that I had was coffee, bring me 
tea; if that was tea, bring me coffee; I want a change.” 

He glances at the frontispiece, the • 'picture of Grand Master 
Owen Scott, and sees “apparently the face of a man who can give 
a good account of himself when an emergency arises to call out his 
best endeavor.” 

Rapidly touching matters in the grand master’s address he pauses 
at a significant section in the letter of instructions from the execu- 
tive to the district deputies: 
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“Seventh. Lodges should be given clearly to understand that there 
is no cipher or key to the work. All books purporting to be such are 
fraudulent, and will subject Masons to discipline for even having one 
of them in their possession.” 

The instruction is an indication of some “zymotic debauchery” 
east of the Mississippi, we fear. But just why the “possession” of a 
“cipher or key,” which — the grand master being witness — is not a 
cipher or key to the Masonic work of Illinois, constitutes an offense 
which would subject one to discipline, any more than having in pos- 
session a “key” to Ray’s algebra, surpasses both our legal and ethical 
discrimination. That the use and the sale of unauthorized and in- 
accurate “ciphers” should constitute an offense we can well under- 
stand; but would the “possession” of a copy of the Ohio or Vermont 
authorized “cipher” subject one to discipline in the jurisdiction of 
Illinois, we wonder? And if so, would the complete in extenso pub- 
lished ritual of the gran dieta, not being a “cipher or key,” but the 
wide-open door, without lock or catch, exempt one from penalty? 

Prom the use of the words “zymotic debauchery” we have a vague 
suspicion that he looks to us for an answer to his conundrum; but as 
he has called the grand master to testify to a question of fact, we 
will not interrupt the witness to volunteer expert testimony. He 
finds Grand Secretary Dill’s report “an amusingly figurative paper, 
containing but four lines not devoted to finance,” and so far yields to 
the original Adam within him as to make a pun on the “Mason-ic” 
name of our senatorial grand orator. In his notice of our report, 
towards which he is more than just, he quotes without comment our 
criticism on the lame and impotent conclusion of the Iowa committee 
which confessed its helplessness in the face of the prostitution by 
Masons of the Masonic name to commercial purposes, and does not 
defend his grand lodge against our strictures upon its unfraternal 
legislation against non-affiliates. 

Kansas. — In a little more than three pages, M.W. Bro. John C. 
Postlethwaite — in his well considered and discriminating maiden 
effort — gives the result of his examination of our proceedings for 1897. 
He finds the records of Grand Master Scott’s official acts most pleas- 
ing and instructive, and commends his dicta that no lodge can prop- 
erly be seen in public merely for show, or to help others make a show, 
and that no lodge can afford to rob the degrees of their force and im- 
pressiveness by an effort to do too much at one time, the candidate 
being entitled to a full presentation of each degree. The oration of 
Brother MASON is laid under contribution for its closing sentences, 
“an eloquent appeal for liberty.” 

In his extended notice of our report he does us too much honor: 

Having had the privilege of an introduction to the M.W. Brother 
and taken a cursory view of his physical 300 pounds avoirdupois, and 
after carefully reading his report, which reveals the fact that his 
physical force is only surpassed by his intellectual, we crave permis- 
sion to sit at the feet of this “Gamaliel,” and acquire the benefits of 
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the results of his long experience and extensive knowledge in dealing 
with Masonic subjects. As an “infant” in reportorial work, we “doff 
our hat” to the M.W. Brother as an Elder and one of the leaders of 
the Guild. 

Having been misled by his cursory view into adding twenty per 
cent to our avoirdupois, it is more than probable that he has erred 
even more liberally respecting our intellectual weight. With this 
discount, we have ventured to publish the paragraph. 

To our remark that their grand chaplain spared neither age nor 
sex, nor concordant or discordant bodies save one, in his comprehen- 
sive prayer, invoking blessings on all heads save the fez-covered head 
of the Moslem, he replies: 

The Shrine may not be named, but the grand chaplain’s heart 
was so full of love that he did not intentionally omit anyone. It may 
be that they come in for a share in that clause relative to the inmates 
of the Home, as finding a “resting place on life’s journey and shaded 
retrdat from life’s cares,” just such a place as a Shriner would crave 
after aweary march over the “hot sands.” 

We find that we are in accord with each other and both in accord 
with SIMONS, whom he quotes, in holding that the general rule that 
jurisdiction obtains over the petition of a profane at all times after 
it has been received and referred, lapses if the eligibility of the peti- 
tioner is lost — as it maybe — by permanent removal from the territory 
of the lodge. 

At the close of his own notice of Illinois, Brother Postlethwaite 
very properly opens his pages to our whilom fellow-correspondent, 
Past Grand Master Matthew M. Miller, who fills nearly eight of 
them under the title, “Rejoinder to Brother Robbins’ Reply to Last 
Report by Late Correspondent for Kansas.” 

This slashing paper, whose lawyer-like characteristics are not 
wholly confined to its title, is full of fascinating interest, which it 
owes to Brother Miller’s virile English, wealth of illustration, and 
dialectic skill. Not only for this reason, but for the interest it bor- 
rows as a demonstration of what trouble it may be considered worth 
to discredit an individual whose opinions are of no value, we should 
be glad to give the whole of it here, but the plan and scope of our re- 
port does not admit of it. 

The rejoinder is a brilliant attempt at “nest-hiding” in the inter- 
est of his own Dulcinea, the pinchbeck virgin of the Holy Empire, by 
arraigning the mental processes of one who had intimated that she 
was the mother of a bastard line, as the vagaries of a harmless 
“knight errant” seeking windmills to devour, or the vain “imaginings 
of a twentieth century historian cut bias as to all facts, dogmas, 
theories, and belief s which do not receive his unequivocal approba- 
tion.” 

— b 
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Lack of both space and time adds weight to the constraint we 
have always felt ourselves under to make the personal equation as 
small as possible in our reports; but were it otherwise we should not 
permit any whirr of words, however enticing, to lure us from the nest 
of unsavory facts hatched of dissent from the original plan of Ma- 
sonry in Mexico. These and cognate facts we hope to refer to briefly 
under the proper head in our report; and we shall be very glad if the 
plan as it developes shall permit — without too wide a departure from 
the original design — a reference to some questions of fact and infer- 
ence raised in Brother Miller’s rejoinder. 

Kentucky. — Noticing the Illinois proceedings for 1896, Past Grand 
Master Clarke finds the address of Grand Master Scott an admir- 
able business statement, and copies to approve his decision that it is 
not lawful in an election to instruct some brother to cast the vote of 
the lodge for a candidate named. He also quotes from the address rel- 
ative to schools of instruction. He reproduces as of historic interest 
the remarks of Brother Spencer in presenting a setting-maul of oak 
from the wreck of one of the vessels of the Spanish Armada, and of a 
resolution of no legislative force — as it did not amend the by-laws — 
has this to say: 

A resolution setting forth “that it is the sense of the Grand 
Lodge of Masons of the state of Illinois, assembled, that the grand 
master shall not succeed himself in office,” was adopted, nevertheless 
Grand Master Scott was re-elected, and, being duly installed, did suc- 
ceed himself. We sincerely question whether such legislation is Ma- 
sonic, or, if so, whether it is wise. 

He copies from the introduction to our report our remarks con- 
cerning jurisdiction over rejected material, and reproduces from the 
same source our remarks on the significance of activity in American 
grand lodges in promoting of the Mexican grand diet, as a “timely 
warning.” 

Maine. — Human lips never uttered so high a tribute to Masonry, 
or one so eloquent of unconscious trust in its refining and elevating 
influence, as the simple act of Past Grand Master Drummond in open- 
ing to his brethren — as in the outset of his report — the door of that 
innermost chamber where he keeps the sacred memories of his dead 
daughter, the light of his household but recently gone out — so re- 
cently that he cannot yet realize that he shall never again look with 
mortal eye upon the sweet face upon which he had always taken it 
for granted that his last look upon earthly things would rest. How he 
misses it, he now knows that only those who have had a similar experi- 
ence can appreciate. 

But it is also true that only those who have felt the hand-clasp of 
loved ones loosen as they went down into the valley of the shadow can 
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know how surely and how quickly He in whom our trust is anchored 
“giveth beauty for ashes.” The great change which veils our loved 
ones forever from our mortal sight but embalms them to memory, and 
while the fleeting years leave their trace upon us and all things about 
us, they walk beside us here changeless as the stars. 

Brother Drummond gives eight pages of his invaluable report to 
our proceedings for 1896, six of them to the report on correspondence. 
He refers to Grand Master SCOTT’S address as £ ‘concise, but full 
enough to be clear,” and quotes therefrom on the subject of cyphers, 
'‘conclaves” for work, and the work of schools of instruction apart 
from teaching the ritual. He notes without comment the grand mas- 
ter’s opposition to life membership, and quotes two decisions — that 
objection to an eligible candidate comes too late if made after any 
part of the work of conferring the degree within the lodge has been 
done, and the prohibition of the practice of instructing a brother to 
cast the vote of the lodge, saying of the latter: 

This last is the correct doctrine: brethren may refrain from vot- 
ing, when the sentiment is unanimous, and thus save time in counting. 

Brother Stevenson’s “eloquent oration” is pronounced worthy of 
the study of every brother. He finds much in our report with which 
he is in accord and quotes it on various subjects with ‘approval, but 
on one subject he says: 

Here we had quoted a statement by him, and written a reply in 
a tone of indignation, which we deemed not only just, but absolutely 
called for; but upon reflection we conclude merely to express our deep 
regret, that he should have allowed himself to impute dishonorable 
motives and even an attempt to sacrifice Masonry, to Masons, whose 
devotion to the York Rite for years almost equal to his own lifetime, 
is shown by their acts, as great and as loyal as his own, or that of any 
one of us. It is a maxim among lawyers, that when a disputant leaves 
his argument and attacks the motives and conduct of his adversary, 
it is an emphatic admission of the weakness of his argument and of 
his consciousness or fear of that fact. One phase of his discussion of 
the Gran Dieta of Mexico forcibly illustrates the truth of this maxim. 

We assure him that our own regret is quite as deep that his con- 
clusion places our motives on so low a plane. 

Of the Illinois doctrine that where jurisdiction is concurrent 
waiver must also be concurrent, for the reason that what is equally 
the possession of all , no one can give away, he says: 

This involves an erroneous assumption: it is “not equally the pos- 
session of all;” it is the sole possession of only one — that one to be se- 
lected by the candidate. When he selects the lodge by applying to it 
(either for initiation or for waiver), the other lodges have no more to 
do with him than any other lodge in the world. 

The error in the assumption that the potential jurisdiction of 
lodges over profanes in a common territory is equal, is not apparent. 
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Indeed, the word “equal” might be substituted for the word “concur- 
rent” without changing the sense of the statement. Each lodge has 
the same interest in every eligible man residing within their com- 
mon territory as a possible candidate for the degrees, that every other 
lodge has. This equality of interest ceases only when he ceases to 
be a possible candidate by becoming an actual candidate through a 
petition to one of their nnmber. The interest of all the others 
lapses because his character as a possible candidate has disappeared- 
But if he petitions a lodge outside of their common territory, their 
interest in him as a possible candidate has not lapsed until he is 
invested with the eligibility which he lacks. Now, upon what prin- 
ciple of law or equity may one of the lodges alone undertake to invest 
him with the lacking eligibility, when neither that lodge nor any of 
the others is to be benefited by it, but all are to be equally dispos- 
sessed? 

Many matters are referred to in his notice of our report which 
we should be glad to notice here, but most, if not all of them, that 
have a general, apart from their merely personal, interest, we shall 
hope to touch in other portions of our report. 

flichigan. — The Michigan reviewer, Grand Secretary Conover, 
gives our proceedings for 1897 a very handsome notice. He justifies 
his verdict that Grand Master Scott’s address is an “admirable doc- 
ument” by an extended quotation from his exordium and by epit- 
omizing its recommendations and its account of duties performed. 
Touching briefly the main features of the business of the session, he 
notes an amendment going over for subsequent action “increasing 
the annual per capita dues to sixty cents per year;” he should have 
said decreasing , the dues being seventy-five cents. The oration of 
Brother MASON he finds to be “a most interesting address, worthy of 
the brother who delivered it.” He refers with manifest interest to 
the pleasant episode of Past Grand Master Cregier’s speech and 
Grand Master Cook’s reply when the former presented the latter for 
installation, and speaks appreciatively of the Illinois report on cor- 
respondence. 

Minnesota. — Bro. Irving Todd, who reverses the natural order of 
things by doing his winnowing first and his threshing afterwards, 
thus making a brief report that is yet full of interest, compresses his 
notice of our proceedings for 1897 into a page and a half. It discloses 
the fact that their lodge trials are conducted by a committee smaller 
than the committee of the whole, and permits their prohibitive legis- 
lation to reply for itself to our strictures thereon. 

Mississippi. — The “reporter,” Past Grand Master Barkley, gives 
our proceedings for 1893 three pages in which, chiefly, to speak for 
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themselves, reversing the order on coming to the report on corre- 
spondence, to speak tor it in generously appreciative terms. He re- 
produces the exordium of Grand Master Scott’s address, his remarks 
on Masonic schools, his introduction of Grand Orator Mason, and a 
considerable portion of the oration itself. 

riontana. — In another of those beguiling essays on current Ma- 
sonic events which in the Montana proceedings are still classed as 
reports on correspondence, and which are worth their weight in the 
yellow metal for their softening and restraining influence on the 
members of the guild and on his lay readers, Grand Secretary Hedges 
takes nearly four pages to dress in attractive garb our proceedings 
for 1896. The address of Grand Master Scott is reflected as modest 
in tone and excellent in substance, and of moderate dimensions for 
what it holds. He doubts the utility of edicts against the vendors of 
rituals proposing to contain the standard secret work, but is im- 
pressed with the idea of “conclaves” for work as likely to yield both 
pleasure and profit. He takes kindly to the decision that it is illegal 
in lodge elections to instruct the secretary to cast the vote of the 
lodge for a particular individual, although it is often done in grand 
lodges, and finds that ther other decision noted by him — that there is 
no authority to grant a dispensation to hold an annual election on any 
day prior to that fixed by the by-laws — to be in line with his previous 
doubts. If we understand him he implies a shade of personal regret 
that the investigation of the Grand Lodge of Egypt was not intrusted 
to some one whose predilections run in favor of dissent, rather than to 
one whose recollection of his oft-repeated promises to discountenance 
it, is still so vivid that he might wince at breaking them. We fully 
agree with him that “the germs of Masonry can be traced a long way, 
back prior to the York Rite,” but if he has any scrap of evidence 
that those germs ever sprouted and bore Masonic fruit prior to and 
separate from the demonstrable existence of what he terms the York 
Rite, we can assure him that he is the witness for which a listening 
world is thus far vainly waiting. 

He notes Brother Pearson’s witty speech as the representative 
of New Zealand — for he knows a good thing when he sees it — and also 
Brother Spencer’s presentation of the Mother Kilwinning gavel, 
properly correcting the donor’s error in saying that this Scottish lodge 
is the solitary example of a lodge without a number, citing the Massa- 
chusetts lodges, none of which have numbers. 

His kind words of our report and its writer are so warmly fraternal 
that we rise from their perusal with a glow. 

New Hampshire. — Bro. A. S. Wait, whose able reports have con- 
tributed much to maintain the high standing which his grand lodge 
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enjoys, gives something over seven pages under the title “Illinois, 
1897,” briefly touching the salient features of the grand master’s ad- 
dress and the business of the session, but devoting most of his space to 
our report. 

Brother Wait copies with approval some remarks of ours rela- 
tive to the antiquity of Masonry, but for the most part his paper is 
given to a sharp arraignment of our course in opposition to the recog- 
nition of the Mexican grand diet. As we have said elsewhere, it is 
not a part of our plan to enter upon lengthy discussions under this 
head, hoping to take up matters demanding attention in their proper 
places. Meanwhile we leave Brother Wait with regret, because our 
plan leaves us unable to do anything to assuage the solicitude he feels 
lest our too free denunciation of devious duplicity and worse, should 
weaken our argument against the trans-Rio Grande chamelion. 

New Jersey. — Bro. Geo. B. Edwards, in the dignified and frater- 
nal style which has always characterized the New Jersey correspond- 
ence, notices briefly the principal features of our proceedings for 
1897. Copying the decision that the name of an objector to the initia- 
tion of a candidate should be kept secret, but an objector to the 
advancement of a brother must be made known if demanded by the 
candidate, he asks: 

Would it not be better to require an objector to the advancement 
of one who had been initiated, to make known the cause of his objec- 
tion in the Master Masons’ lodge and have such objection sustained or 
rejected by a vote of the body, instead of the entered apprentice being 
the recipient of a name without the power of refutation on the check- 
ered floor of equality? 

The grand lodge had anticipated this question and answered it 
in the affirmative. Our law requires this to be done if requested. 

He quotes our reference to Bro. Jacob Ringle’s proposition for 
a world’s Masonic congress, but his printer takes somewhat of its 
point out of it by converting the word royal into “loyal.” 

New riexico. — Past Grand Master Frost in his very condensed 
report gives two pages to our proceedings of 1896. He judges from 
the address, and reports that the Craft is in a splendid condition. 
He notes without comment the edict prohibiting the use of keys and 
ciphers; commends the decision against instructing some brother to 
cast the vote of the lodge in elections as good law and so important 
that it should be everywhere heeded, and observes that although a 
resolution was passed declaring that the grand master should not 
succeed himself in office, the grand master was re-elected. He finds 
himself generally in accord with our report, but differs with us, he says, 
about “High Riteism.” He gives his experience: 
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My experience has been, and it extends over quite a period, that 
what are called the higher bodies in Masonry, such as the chapter, 
the council, the commandery, and the Scottish Rite, are a benefit and 
not an injury or a drawback to Ancient Craft Masonry. 

We have likewise had experience in all of them and we are firmly 
convinced that it was an evil day that saw the first departure from 
the simple Masonry of the three degrees — by whatever route. But 
the Capitular, Cryptic, and Templar Rites are not to be put into the 
peace-disturbing category with the so-called Scottish Rite. They 
have never claimed authority to establish blue lodges, while the lat- 
ter with precisely the same genealogical right — no more, no less— does 
claim it. 

New South Wales. — This grand lodge has adopted the system of 
foreign correspondence reports with the manifest intention of making 
it permanent. Soon it will become as well known to us as our nearer 
neighbors, to the common benefit of all. 

Bro. Donnelly Fisher, who, in his first review, fell into the 
work as if to the manor born, reviews the Illinois proceedings for two 
years — 1896 and 1897. In the former he notes what seems to him a 
rather severe criticism by Grand Master Goddard of the language of 
the grand master of Kentucky, referring to the grand representative 
system: refers to the appointment and installation of the vice-presi- 
dent of the United States as grand orator, and characterizes the ora- 
tion of his predecessor, Brother Black, as a most eloquent address, 
reviewing the events of the century now nearing its close. He reminds 
one of our committees that the city in which his grand lodge meets is 
Sydney, not Sidney , a mistake which frequently occurs in American 
grand lodge reports. The proceedings of 1896 are commented on at 
greater length, and we find therein a remark which indicates a possible 
misapprehension in attributing the latter report to Brother Fisher 
instead of Bro. John B. Trivett, the present chairman of the com- 
mittee. 

The reviewer refers with manifest interest to the grand master’s 
account of conclaves for work and his estimate of the accruing bene- 
fits, and copying Brother Scott’s remarks in reference to our district 
deputies, says every word of it applies with equal force to their own 
inspectors (an equivalent officer) and lodges. 

He regards the grand master’s objections to life membership as 
“weighty,” and characterizes the proposition to modify instead of pro- 
hibiting the system, as “colorless.” 

He falls into the same error that several other reviewers have 
committed, in stating that the Grand Lodge of Egypt was recognized. 
The following from his notice of our report, reveals its point without 
need of comment: 
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He notices the appeal of Brother Joseph against Lodge Stella d’ 
Italia re the non-confirmation of minutes of election as S.W., and 
points out that in America, if the minute “reflects an undeniable 
fact, it would require the intervention of the grand master to set the 
election aside.” We prefer to let the lodge manage its own concerns 
in such matters. 

He fully concurs in our view that as contact between the Austra- 
lasian grand lodges becomes closer, jurisdictional questions which 
now seem to have undue prominence in American proceedings, may 
become living questions with them also. 

New York.— Past Grand Master Jesse B. Anthony in his report 
for the current year— as usual temperate, strong, courteous, and fra- 
ternal in spirit — gives something over six pages to Illinois for 1897. 
He copies from the introduction to his “comprehensive and able ad- 
dress,” Grand Master Scott’s “beautiful tribute to the spirit and in- 
fluence of Freemasonry;” touches upon several subjects treated in the 
address — remarking en passant that the evils resulting from an unsafe 
system of life membership are having their natural effect — and copies 
without comment three of the decisions reported therein, including 
that which holds that a majority report of the committee of inquiry 
is insufficient, the lodge being entitled to the information derived 
from three sources of inquiry. 

The unwonted warmth which the installation took on through the 
personal and reminiscent character of Brother Cregier’s speech in in- 
troducing the grand master-elect, impresses him pleasantly, as it does 
many members of the guild. 

He does us the honor to reproduce some three pages of “solid” 
print from our report, including a large portion of our introductory 
remarks. He gives some space to matters at issue between us, apolo- 
gizing to himself in a very manly way for having allowed personal re- 
flections to mar the design to which he ever tries to work. He says: 

Our brother is convinced that he is in the right; we are equally 
satisfied that upon some essential points, particularly of the principle 
embraced, we are not wholly in error. We concede to him, as to all 
others, the same liberty that we claim for ourselves. Our brother 
has certainly placed himself on record, as to his views: we have in a 
general sense availed ourselves of the same privilege. We are con- 
tent to let the record speak for itself. We blame ourselves in that, 
under pressure of what we deemed an unwarranted attack upon the 
Grand Lodge of New York, we allowed some personal reflections to 
enter into our remarks. Uven though we might deem them to be jus- 
tifiable, under the provocation, still it was a deviation from the course 
which has been a principle with us in the preparation of these reports. 

As we have twice pressed our brother with a certain question, we 
feel under obligations to make our plan yield space for his reply. We 
asked: 
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“If the right of the supreme councils of the Scottish Rite to con- 
trol and confer the first three degrees of Masonry in Chili or San Do- 
mingo is unquestioned, and the products of their work as regular and 
as much entitled to recognition as Master Masons as if made such 
under the authority of the Grand Lodge of New York, then in the 
name of common sense, by what right does New York ask the supreme 
councils to relinquish the control of the symbolic degrees? Why is 
it desirable to relegate the control of these degrees to symbolic grand 
lodges when, as the New York committee hastens out of their way to 
admit, such transfers can add nothing to the regularity of the bodies 
in which they are conferred?” 

He thus presents his idea: 

Conceding the regularity of lodges under the Ancient Accepted 
Scottish Rite, in countries where that is the dominant rite, the Grand 
Lodge of New York requires that before a grand body composed of 
such lodges shall be recognized as such, it shall be a supreme grand 
body having exclusive control over the three symbolic degrees, and 
entirely independent in itself. 

This is conformable to the principle established in the recognition 
of grand bodies of the York Rite. 

Further, it is in accord with the position ever maintained by the 
Grand Lodge of New York, that it can have no official relations with 
any Masonic organization except those confined to the degrees of An- 
cient. Craft Masonry. This principle does not add anything to the 
regularity of the lodges in which the degrees are conferred, but it 
does exact the regularity, that the governing body shall be a grand 
lodge over the symbolic degrees, and not under the control of a su- 
preme council with which a grand lodge of Ancient Craft Masonry 
can have no official relation. 

This, in the estimation of our brother, is termed “by-play of mak- 
ing a stand in favor of the grand lodge form of organization.” We 
should say that it was the exaction of a requirement held to be essen- 
tial by all American grand lodges. 

This fairly and clearly reflects the attitude of the Grand Lodge of 
New York as reflected in the report of its jurisprudence committee, 
which was the basis of our strictures. It affords ample means for 
judging whether we went amiss in saying that the terms in which the 
declination to recognize was couched, lacked nothing which could de- 
fine recognition. 

North Carolina.— Bro. John A. Collins includes Illinois for 1897 
in his excellent report. He marvels at the success of Grand Master 
Scott in compressing his address within such small limits and quotes 
his powerful words touching the home as the unit of civilization and 
the relations between it and Masonry. He closes an epitome which is 
so full as to show that he had given the address careful study, with 
the judgment that it is an admirable paper, full of good sense and 
abounding in evidence of zeal. 
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The oration of Brother Mason materializes to his consciousness 
as a “semi-humorous speech, but full of pith and marrow.” 

Of the work of the district deputies, the grand examiners and 
their helpers in the direction of uniformity of practice and work, he 
says: 

The value of this work is simply beyond estimate and should be an 
inspiration to other grand lodges to do likewise, if not in the magni- 
tude at least in the method of the effort. 

The Illinois report on correspondence receives appreciative and 
fraternal mention. He notes its opposition to the recognition of the 
Mexican grand symbolic diet as a lawful governing body in Masonry, 
anent which he himself says in his introduction, that the general 
consensus of grand lodges “is ‘to make haste slowly’ and wait for de- 
velopments.” 

Nova Scotia. — Bro. Thos. B. Flint, whose years of training in 
this department, supplementing the great ability which has shone 
through his work, must have thoroughly prepared him for the duties 
of the grand east — to which station he has just succeeded, gives six 
pages to a careful examination of Illinois for 1896. We say “careful,’’ 
notwithstanding his error in stating that recognition was extended 
to the Grand Lodge of Egypt, because so many reviewers have shared 
in the error that it ought not to discredit the adjective. 

Brother Flint makes a lengthy extract from the exordium of 
Grand Master Scott’s address, which he describes as an eloquent and 
deserved tribute to the true mission and work of the Craft; notes his 
vigorous circular on the subject of keys and cyphers, and briefly epit- 
omizes his remarks against life membership. He thus refers to an 
item of business: 

A motion was adopted providing for the careful preparation of a 
list containing the recognized grand lodges and another list of names 
and location of all alleged grand lodges or other bodies pretending to 
exercise authority over the Craft in any country of the world, together 
with a statement that no person claiming to hail from or identified 
with such bodies shall be eligible to the privilege of invitation to any 
lodge under the jurisdiction of the grand lodge. 

The idea of the preparation of such a list is a very good one, but 
as to the latter portion it appears quite unnecessary, inasmuch as if 
a grand lodge is not recognized by another grand lodge, the mere omis- 
sion of its name from the list of recognized grand bodies ought to 
amply indicate the exclusion of persons claiming to hail from such 
unrecognized grand lodge. 

He gives space for two extended extracts from the address of 
Grand Orator Stevenson, which fully justify the high praise which 
he accords to the effort. 
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He gives flattering commendation to the Illinois report on cor- 
respondence, and copies in full from the introduction our remarks 
concerning jurisdiction over rejected material and on the rights and 
wrongs of non-affiliates. 

Ohio.— Past Grand Master W. M. Cunningham, the able and dis- 
tinguished chairman of the Ohio committee, finds thirteen pages to 
barely suffice for his notice of our proceedings of 1896. He notes the 
presence of the representative of Ohio, Bro. Samuel S. Chance, but 
is silent as to the fact — perhaps because he is unaware of it — that 
“Sam,” as we like to call him, is a Buckeye abroad; discriminatingly 
summarizes the address of the grand master, which he characterizes 
as an able summary of his official acts, and quotes therefrom touch- 
ing matters of general interest. He compliments the work of Grand 
Secretary Dill as methodical and efficient; reproduces without com- 
ment the unanimously adopted amendment prohibiting the use of the 
Masonic name for commercial purposes; refers to the eloquent but 
very brief address of Grand Chaplain Milburn. and of the resolution 
that the grand master “should not succeed himself” — which he alone 
of all the reviewers who have referred to it, as we remember, has been 
careful to say was adopted after the grand master had been re-elected 
— he says: 

This, in the opinion of your committee, is a very unwise regula- 
tion, and contrary to the ancient usage of the fraternity. A grand 
master should at least serve two years, as it requires the whole of the 
first year for the grand master to become familiar with the duties of 
the office, learn the condition of the subordinate lodges, and the ne- 
cessities of the craft, and that he may, by personal observation or 
through careful official investigation, be better enabled the second 
year to make wise recommendations for needed legislation. 

He continues with valuable reflections upon connected subjects, 
which we should be glad to copy but for lack of space. 

Brother Stevenson’s address is justly and highly praised and its 
opening and closing paragraphs reproduced. 

He gives large space to the report of this committee, doing us the 
honor to reproduce our views on several subjects with approval. 

Of course our remarks do not always meet his approval. It would 
be strange if they did, and we have no quarrel with him that they do 
not. But if our esteemed brother — whom we greatly admire for his 
ability and his manifest desire to be just — will permit, we venture to 
suggest that he is too suspicious of us, too ready to see “animosity” 
in any adverse criticism of ours if it happens to be directed against an 
act or condition or theory of our Ohio brethren, when such an animus 
would not be apparent to him if it was not directed to Ohio or the 
“High Rites.” Apropos , he quotes from the introduction to our report 
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our remarks anent the printing - of cypher rituals because it is “so ab- 
surdly expressive” of our “antipathy to High Rites” (making them, 
however, the text for comments which we hope to reproduce else- 
where), and our diagnosis of the then present aspect of the disease 
in Ohio, was to him only an evidence of our “animosity” to that juris- 
diction. So, too, in our account of the happy rapprochement of the 
Grand Lodges of Ohio and Tennessee, when we were giving our most 
worshipful brother the credit he deserved for his partin the manage- 
ment of the matter, he sees in our delicate reminder to him personally 
that we had not forgotten the origin of the estrangement, “a sneer 
at Ohio Masonry.” 

We should be glad, if our plan would permit, to notice several 
points wherein our brother seeks to show that we are evasive by quot- 
ing a portion of our remarks only, when to have quoted the whole 
would not have left such an intimation a leg to stand upon, but we 
must be content to forego the pleasure in order to make room for a 
list of clandestine lodges against which it is essential that Masons 
everywhere should be warned. 

The following named bodies are comprised in the list, and he thinks 
that not all of these have more than a paper existence, and that prob- 
ably not a third of them do any successful proselyting: 

Mt. Tabor, Chillicothe; Bismarck, Brighton, Eureka, Linton, and 
Washington, of Cincinnati; Alpha, Progress, Victor, and Lincoln, of 
Cleveland; Columbia, Franklin, Lincoln, Goodale, and Olentangy, of 
Columbus; Gem City, Dayton; Vinton, Galloway; Myrtle, Mt. Vernon; 
Salem, New Salem; Ahiman, Newark; Surprise, Olmsted Falls; Scioto 
Valley, Portsmouth; Dumah, Springfield; Globe, Lessing, and Lincoln, 
of Toledo; West Mansfield, of West Mansfield; and New England, of 
Worthington. 

It does not need that this information should come to Illinois Ma- 
sons under the sign and seal of Grand Master of Ohio. Coming from 
the source it does they will be forewarned and will be watchful against 
the intrusion of clandestine Masons. 

Pennsylvania. — The correspondence report is the work of the whole 
committee of five. The chairman, Past Grand Master Michael Ait 
NOLD, was unable to digest more than one of the reports (but that 
was Maine), but he read and reviewed all the matter prepared by the 
other members, Bros. S. Kingston McCay, William H. Whitty, 
Bushrod W. James, and Charles J. McClary. 

Illinois for 1896 fell to Brother James, who copies the report of 
the committee on jurisprudence, by the adoption of which the Grand 
Lodge of Cuba was recognized, and the remarks of Grand Master 
Scott on cypher rituals and his edict issued on that subject. Only 
this and nothing more. 
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Quebec.— Bro. Will H. Whyte, in his condensed but interesting 
report, gives a scant three pages to Illinois for 1897. He quotes from 
the remarks of Grand Master Scott on too much publicity in Masonic 
matters and the approving report of the committee on address, and 
copies our remarks on non-affiliates in our review of Georgia, to show 
what it was with which we struck the nail on the head. He also copies 
with manifest approval our remarks on speech-making to the gallery, 
touching the suffering Cubans, Cretans, and Armenians, and kindred 
questions, shaving very closely to politics. 

South Dakota. — Past Grand Master William Blatt, the balance 
wheel of South Dakota Masonry, and one whose judgment goes far 
with the guild, includes Illinois for 1897 in his report. With a few 
broad strokes he reflects the strong points of the grand master’s ad- 
dress and the business of tbe session. 

He adds another to the list of those who have erroneously an- 
nounced the recognition of the Grand Lodge of Egypt. On looking 
up the record, we find it so clear that there ought not to be any mis- 
take, but we presume its frequent occurrence is due to the fact that 
the record of the disposition of the resolutions precedes the resolu- 
tions themselves. 

Brother Blatt finds the conclusion of the grand master and grand 
lodge on the subject of life membership is in accord with his long 
entertained view of its detrimental character. He praises Brother 
Mason’s oration and finds that on reading it several months after its 
delivery, it sounds like a prophetic emanation. 

He epitomizes the introduction to our report, indicating by a word 
or two that our views accord with reference to jurisdiction over re- 
jected material and on the recognizability of the Mexican hybrid. Of 
the latter he says: 

The gran dieta finds no favor at Brother Robbins’ hands. He 
stands upon the same ground he has always stood, and time has, like 
it has with us, strengthened his position. He maintains, and we firmly 
believe, that the near future will prove his diagnosis and consequent 
conclusions to have been right. Upon the final settlement of this ques- 
tion, he says, “hangs the decision, whether the attempt to install dis- 
sent from the original plan of Masonry, upon an equal footing with that 
plan, if not to install it on its vacant throne, shall succeed or fail.” 
Brother Robbins has no fear of the result, nor have we. 

Tennessee.— Past Grand Master George H. Morgan in his second 
report — which fully justifies the promise of the first — includes our pro- 
ceedings for 1897. He quotes from the introduction of Grand Master 
Scott’s “eloquent and scholarly address,” and also his strong condem- 
nation of the practice of publishing lodge proceedings, an evil from 
which they have also suffered in Tennessee, the mania to get into print 
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being so strong in some localities that all the lodge does is virtually 
told in the local press. He commends as correct the decision that 
while the name of an objector to the initiation of a candidate should 
be kept secret, that of an objector to the advancement of a brother 
must be made known if the latter demands it. 

In his pleasant notice of our report he refers to the opportunity 
we had to say “How are you?” to Grand Secretary Garrett, during 
the centennial. We were fortunate in meeting also some other dis- 
tinguished brethren, but unhappily Brother MORGAN was not among 
them, he being at his home in Cookeville. It is also among our re- 
grets that we failed of an opportunity to pay our respects to Grand 
Master Sloan, who was in Nashville on the day we called at the 
grand secretary’s office. We shall long have a dripping remembrance 
of traversing some of the magnificent distances of the centennial 
grounds under the genial sun of a tropical day to reach the director 
general’s office at the hour when the grand master was understood to 
have an appointment with him. We found the place and the hour, but 
neither the official nor the distinguished guest. We suspect that they 
were at that moment where we found what seemed to be a large por- 
tion of the population of Tennessee, at the Auditorium, paying their 
respects to President McKinley. 

Texas.— This report of Past Grand Master Thos. M. Matthews 
is as usual all aglow with his fraternal spirit. So little time elapses 
between the meeting of our grand lodge and that of Texas that it 
takes sharp work all round to get a notice of our proceedings into the 
Texas report for the same year. Our grand secretary does his part 
by sending the earliest copy of our proceedings direct to Brother 
Matthews, who catches it on the fly from the postmaster and there- 
after neglects everything but his patients until his Illinois copy is off 
to the printer. In spite of the usual pinch our proceedings for 1897 
get a good notice. 

In touching the salient features of Grand Master Scott's address 
he discloses the fact that they are in accord on the undesirability of 
life membership and that on the subject of relief he regards the grand 
master as level-headed. Of the altogether he says; “Taken as a whole 
the address is a good one, clearly evidencing that its author had been 
a faithful, watchful, and diligent servant,” a verdict in which every 
Illinois craftsman will join. He further says: 

It appears to us, however, that the committee on the address was 
rather inclined to poke fun at the grand master in calling especial at- 
tention to “the praiseworthy example of the M.W. grand master to 
his learned brethren by his rapid progress in poetic efficiency and rhyth- 
mic perorations.” If not so, then we confess we do not exactly com- 
prehend the allusion. 
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This shows the risk of putting' off one’s professional thinking cap 
when he is at his Masonic recreation. There are some diseases that 
are both contagious and metastatic. 

He finds the oration of Brother Mason “a very singular bur orig- 
inal and interesting paper,” in which the author “from his very fertile 
imagination has succeeded, at least to his own. satisfaction, in evolv- 
ing from ‘cells and microbes’ the mighty nations of the earth.” We 
may add that there was no snoring during its delivery. 

Brother Matthews has been looking over the figures of our lodge 
returns and notes the following result, which of course makes no ac- 
count of the voluntary, individual “chipping in:” 

It is worthy to note that our Illinois brethren contributed for 
charity by the lodges for their own needy members, their widows and 
orphans, $25,557.33; to those not members, $7,147.39. and to the Illinois 
Masonic Home, $1,354.75, making the magnificent total of $34,059.47. 
Surely “ ’tis more blessed to give than to receive.” 

The remarks of our brother respecting the Illinois report on cor- 
respondence are of the kind which constitute the best part of the 
wages of a reviewer, which necessities cannot nibble away nor thieves 
break through and steal. They embrace a careful epitome of its ref- 
erence to the Texas proceedings. 

Utah, — The beguiling Utah report, as full of matter as an egg is 
full of meat, is in the terse, idiomatic style by which everybody rec- 
ognizes Grand Secretary Chris Diehl — it takes a too conscious effort 
to write out the christened, Christian, or Christopher name of one 
who has long been canonized as “Chris” in the Craft heart, if we may 
use the term canonized without danger of getting him confounded 
with the Latter Day Saints whom he is among but not of. He reviews 
our proceedings for 1897. He agrees with Grand Master SCOTT that 
there is too much publicity given to Masonic matters and that the 
evil ought to be stopped, and calls the attention of the Utah brethren 
to his decision that an objector to the initiation of a profane is enti- 
tled to remain incog, but that an objector to advancement is not. He 
says other grand lodges ought to follow in the path of Illinois, and 
omit the details of appeal cases, often disgusting in the extreme. He 
gives generous space to the Illinois report on correspondence, and 
generous words to the writer. Referring to our curiosity in one direc- 
tion and to our supposed solicitude in another, he says: 

He wishes to know when the committee on standard work, to which 
two years ago the following decision of Grand Master Emerson was 
referred: “A visiting brother has no right to demand an inspection 
of the lodge charter,” will make a report. Give us something easier, 
Brother Robbins. No fear, Brother Robbins, that Utah will recognize 
the Grand Lodge of Sweden, not more than the Gran Dieta of Mexico. 
As long as the present writer is on deck he will watch the course of 
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the ship and take care that it keeps out of ruffled waters. No danger 
if we keep our compass in that direction, is there, Brother Robbins? 

Not the slightest, and no other direction is free from it. 

Before closing his review of Illinois he is kind enough to ask his 
Utah brethren to read our exposition of the alleged Masonry of Mexico, 
as found in our report under Iowa and Kansas, as giving “the whole 
business in a nutshell.” This, of course, is gratifying, but we should 
not call attention to it here were it not that it is far more gratifying 
to see strong-hearted men come forward to rescue genuine Masonry 
from the insidious attempt to pollute its pure line of descent with the 
bastard strain of a pretender. 

Virginia. — The honored name of Past Grand Master William F. 
Drinkard still stands at the head of the Virginia committee, arid we 
in common with others attributed the report of last year — the first 
published for several years — to his hand. In this we were in error, as 
will be seen by so much of inside history as is given by the writer of 
the report under review, Bro. J. E. Alexander — a new hand and a 
strong one: 

To the brethren of the “Guild,” who have so kindly referred to 
M.W. Brother Drinkard, we extend his fraternal love. The rough and 
rugged path over which he has been travelling has been smoothed, and 
the prize at the end of the race is richer by your remembrance. While 
it is doubtful if he will ever again wield the pen of correspondence for 
Virginia, we of his own household hold him so closely to our hearts 
that we would honor him until we pay the last tribute to his charac- 
ter and worth. 

Brother Eggleston cannot avoid being flattered by the compli- 
ments which have been paid Brother Drinkard, but really belong to 
him. He is not, however, of the kind that is “puffed up.” He “envieth 
not” and “seeketh not his own.” He is willing that the report shall 
be placed to the credit of Brother Drinkard, if you are satisfied 
with it. 

The writer of this report would be glad if his work could have 
taken the same course, but it was thought best to explain the situa- 
tion, that there might be no mistaking the writer in the future, and 
the proper person get his dose of criticism, if necessar}^. 

Brother Alexander gives about seven pages to the Illinois pro- 
ceedings of 1896 and 1897. In the former he notes the issue by Grand 
Master Scott of his edict against the use of printed or manuscript 
pretended rituals of Masonry, and quotes from his address some strong 
sample phrases touching “conclaves” for work, Masonic schools, and 
life membership, characterizing as “words of wisdom” his remarks in 
opposition to the latter. 

He reproduces without comment the amendment adopted forbid- 
ding the use of the Masonic name by Masons for business purposes; 
and also the resolutions directing this committee to make separate 
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alphabetical lists of governing bodies recognized by Illinois as being 
capable or incapable of conferring, through their constituent bodies, 
the Masonic status requisite for visitation in lodges in this jurisdic- 
tion, in which he at once detects the printer’s error which makes the 
sense incompatible with the manifest intention of its author. Of this 
he further says: 

We hope the words ‘‘identified with” in the foregoing resolution 
are not portentious of disturbance in their relation of the grand lodges 
of the United States. Masonic recognition identifies the body recogniz- 
ing with the body recognized in all the claims of brotherhood and affili- 
ation common to the institution, and it passes out of and beyond the 
grand lodge to individual constituents thereof. If the words quoted 
are to be used in this sense, we must read between the lines, that if 
other grand lodges of equally as pure origin and clean record, and 
equally as zealous for the welfare of the Craft as the Grand Lodge 
of Illinois, should, in their wisdom and judgment, recognize any grand 
lodge or body classed in the Illinois list as “alleged” or “pretending,” 
etc., the grand lodges so recognizing and their constituents “are 
wholly ineligible to visitation in any lodge under the j urisdiction of the 
Grand Lodge of Illinois.” 

Here it is understood by the author of the resolution and all others 
that the words “claiming to hail from or be identified with,” were used 
as the equivalent of claiming to be of the obedience of the bodies referred to. 

Touching the recognition of Cuba, he says: 

The report of the committee on jurisprudence on the resolution 
presented in 1895 relative to the recognition of Cuba, does not coin- 
cide in details with an article on the organization of that grand lodge 
from Brother Drummond, of Maine. But we hope to be able to furnish 
in an addenda a reprint of the report and also what Brother Drummond 
has to say. 

This hope is not realized. 

In his notice of our proceedings for 1897 he thus refers to Grand 
Master Scott: 

The exordium of the address tells you what manner of man has; 
served the brethren of Illinois for the past year. Personal living in 
accordance with the Masonic “creed” is the thought-germ which is 
made to grow into beauty and attractiveness by the God-given power 
of eloquent speech. 

He carefully epitomizes the address and such other matters as are 
necessary to fairly reflect the work of the session. 

He makes appreciative mention of the report on correspondence 
in each year, and referring to that of 1897, says: 

There is enough in his discussion of Mexican Masonry in the last 
two or three years’ proceedings to interest one for a month of winter 
evenings. We incline to the belief that he has stood alone in the ef- 
fort to resist the sentiment of early and immediate recognition. 
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We judge from his own able discussion of the subject in his ‘•'con- 
clusion” that in the progress of his reviewing he has found that ‘'‘there 
are others;” and we hope by laying his work under contribution, under 
the proper head, to let those who have shared his belief see that we 
are far from standing alone now. 

West Virginia.— Past Grand Master Geo. W. Atkinson, grand 
secretary, reviewer, governor of the state, the man-of-all-work, not 
only of the grand lodge, but also of the commonwealth, who finds time 
amid his multifarious duties to write a 175 page report, reviews the 
Illinois proceedings for 1897. He closely epitomizes Grand Master 
Scott’s “long and able” address, and reproduces his decisions, ail 
without comment. Of the oration (“out of the usual line”) and its 
author he says: 

It is full of epigrams, witty sayings, and historical facts. It is 
unusually interesting reading for a Masonic speech. I happen to 
know Brother Mason. He is a yard wide, and all wool. 

In his courteous notice of our repurt he notes our “facetious” ref- 
erence to the resolution expressing the sense of the grand lodge that 
no brother should be elected to preside over a lodge unless he could 
confer the three degrees and give the lectures correctly and in full, 
as a pope’s bull against the comet, he says: 

I can say to my brother that we have lived up to our edict for a 
full year, and it is going to work out all right. We are clearly right 
when we decide that no one shall be allowed to preside over a lodge, 
who cannot properly confer the degrees. 

We are glad to hear so encouraging a report of so much good flow- 
ing from so little duress, and hope they may not have to enact the 
principle into a law. It is clearly desirable that the master should 
be able to do the work correctly, and the grand lodge has the power 
to demand that he shall. Whether it has the right to interfere with 
the free suffrages of the members of a lodge is another question. 
There is too much putting of lodges into leading strings, but apart 
from this it is also a fact that exigencies arise in some lodges, and 
are liable to in any, when other qualities and accomplishments are 
of more importance than an accurately retained knowledge of the 
ritual, to the future welfare of the lodge and the fraternity. 

Wisconsin. — Past Grand Master Aldro Jenks, who has, happily, 
resumed the making of correspondence reports in the good old way — 
leaving Brother Bouck’s plan of how not to do it to fall into “innoc- 
uous desuetude” to the undoubted advantage of the Craft everywhere, 
wonders why the sessions of our grand lodge are held in theaters and 
music halls and “what’s the matter with the Masonic Temple?” and 
recommends that if necessary another story be added to that famous 
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sky-scraper in order to accommodate the sessions of that body. It is 
not a far cry to Dodgeville, but it seems that Brother Jenks has not 
yet caught on to the fact that the “Masonic Fraternity Temple” as- 
sociation is a corporation organized for pecuniary profit, and that 
the grand lodge, or the Craft which it supervises, is responsible for 
that corporation and its work only to the extent that it waited too 
long before prohibiting the Masons of its obedience from being party 
to giving the Masonic name to any business concern, association, or 
calling organized for profit or for a livelihood. The Grand Lodge of 
Illinois would be the last to add another story to a babel tower for 
whose already too various language an unknowing public holds the 
fraternity responsible. 

Brother Jenks thinks Grand Master Scott’s firmness in the dis- 
charge of disagreeable disciplinary duties is both rare and commenda- 
ble; says the address shows that he has discharged the duties of his 
office with pains-taking care, there being little to criticise and much 
to praise in his official acts and utterances. The proposition that “all 
lodges should be designated Ancient Free and Accepted Masons; the 
proper initials are A.F. & A.M.,” however, if intended for more than 
a local regulation, he holds would be debatable, and in this we agree. 

In his more than kind notice of our report he says: 

On the subject of Mexican Masonry this report is especially valua- 
ble. Under the heads of Iowa and Kansas he devotes over twenty- five 
pages to the gran dieta simbolica, reviewing the subject thoroughly 
from all the evidence now available. He takes strong ground against 
its present recognition and supports his position by cogent arguments. 

In his own discussion of the subject, upon which we hope to levy 
elsewhere, he says that the great majority of those who have investi- 
gated the subject are of the opinion that the time has not arrived 
for recognition, and announces his full concurrence therein. 

Wyoming. — Grand Secretary Kuykendall, whose reports derive 
interest and value, not only from his ability and Masonic knowledge, 
but from that courage of conviction which insures free expression of 
opinions held, has under review our proceedings for 1896. 

Grand Master Scott’s reference to the East St. Louis cyclone is 
made the text for some strong reflections on the necessity of organ- 
ized relief. 

Of a case reported by the grand master he says: 

Under the head of “Discipline,” the grand master not only deposed 
a worshipful master from office, but suspended him from all the rights 
and privileges of Masonry until session of grand lodge. We have al- 
ways doubted the propriety of such suspension, but there may be iso- 
lated cases demanding it, and we infer that the laws of Illinois vest 
in the grand master the power to do so in certain cases. If not, then 
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we do not believe any grand master on his own motion should commit 
such an act and be upheld therein. 

We fully agree with his opinion as expressed in the last sentence 
of the foregoing. In this case the action was not had until after the 
master had had a full hearing, which under our law may be conducted 
by the grand master in person or by a commission appointed by him 
for that purpose. 

Referring to our report he says: ‘‘Generally we agree; on a few 
points we do not.” 

One point which he still denies is that “Every Master Mason is 
‘free of the guild,’” or in other words that it is the right of every 
Master Mason to affiliate with any regular lodge that will receive 
him without regard to jurisdictional lines. He says: 

We have never been able to fathom what becomes of this boasted 
right when grand lodges legislate, as many have done, that a dimit- 
ted Mason must reside within the jurisdiction of the lodge where he 
actually resides, as Missouri has recently legislated. It would there- 
fore seem that the right is utterly ignored in many quarters, or does 
not exist, as claimed. We have and shall continue to oppose the idea 
that any dimitted Mason has any right whatever to petition a lodge 
outside of the jurisdiction where he resides, unless an argument estab- 
lishing the past and present existence of such claimed right is pro- 
duced. 

It does not obscure our brother’s meaning that in proofreading 
he has, as we judge, overlooked the substitution of the word “reside” 
for petition. It is much easier to fathom what has become of the right 
under such circumstances, than to justify by any Masonic principle 
the lawless act of the grand lodge which has taken it away. Not 
“many” but only few grand lodges have assumed to do this; and as 
this legislation has all cropped out recently, it would hardly seem 
necessary to produce any other argument to establish the past and 
present existence of the right. But if more is needed it is forthcom- 
ing in the fact that none of these grand lodges have yet ventured to 
assail the correlative right of a brother affiliated elsewhere to main- 
tain that affiliation while sojourning in the jurisdiction of any one of 
them. 

The other point which he takes up is the question of waiver of 
jurisdiction, respecting which he agrees with us in condemning the 
worse than red tape of adding the superfluous approval of the grand 
master, but thinks the grand master of Wyoming was not open to 
criticism in the particular case which was made the butt of it. We 
confess upon re-reading, that we may have read the grand master’s 
report of the case carelessly before. If Grand Master Holliday's 
action was necessary in order to enable the Wyoming lodge to receive 
the petition because the petitioner lacked the residence qualification 
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prescribed by the Wyoming - law, then so far as the grand master is 
concerned our criticism was not only pointless, but unjust. If it was 
for any other fancied necessity, we think the criticism should stand. 

We are glad to find that we are in accord as to the injustice of 
barring a brother from advancement who has been maimed after in- 
itiation. 


THE “GRAND LODGE OF PERU.”— THE BIBLE. 

During the latter part of the year 1897 the Masonic world was 
startled by the report that the Grand Master of Peru had decreed 
the removal of the Bible from the lodges and the elimination of the 
word “Bible” from the rituals. The decree proved to be as follows: 

Grand Lodge op Ancient Free and Accepted Masons ) 
of the Republic of Peru. f 

Office of the Grand Secretary. 

Christian Dam, Grand Master of Masons of Peru. 

Taking into consideration that in the grand constitution of the 
Order, Freemasonry puts no limit on investigation of truth, and orders 
that its members shall aid, instruct, animate, and defend each other, 
that each one may sustain and perfect himself in freedom of con- 
science, thought, and of speech: 

That in conformity with this principle, Freemasonry does not pro- 
tect any religion, nor defend any philosophical school, nor any politi- 
cal system. 

That in virtue of this principle, Freemasonry cannot instruct nor 
practice anything that in any manner can falsify or alter it. 

That according to Catholicism the Bible is a sacred book, in which 
the revealed word is deposited, and as such cannot be freely examined 
and criticized, without which the spirit cannot progress or be per- 
fected, nor the truth be found. 

That the Bible cannot be considered as a fountain of scientific 
knowledge or history, nor as a basis of morality. 

That following an old custom in this orient which is not authorized 
by law, the Bible has been placed on our altars of our lodges, on which 
are taken the obligation. 

That Masonry having members of every religious belief, this obli- 
gation cannot be exacted on the Bible without Freemasonry becoming 
an accomplice in a serious rupture of the dogmatic and fundamental 
principles of the Order. 

That in the jurisdiction of our rite and in that of the Scottish Rite, 
since the meeting of the Masonic congress in Lausanne in 1875, the 
Bible has been removed from our altars of our lodges and replaced by 
the constitution of the country or that of Masonry. 

I Decree 

That on all Masonic altars the Bible shall be removed and replaced 
by the constitution of the Order of Freemasonry, and that in our ritu- 
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als the word “Bible” shall be struck out, and the words “the consti- 
tution of the Grand Lodge of Peru” put in its place. 

For the better and full observance of this decree, let it be noted 
in the books of this grand lodge, signed and sealed with our grand seal 
of the grand lodge, in ample session, this thirteenth day of June, Vul- 
gar Era, 1897. Christian Dam, 

M. J. Caceres, Grand Master. 

Grand Secretary. 

The Grand Lodge of the Republic of Peru (at Lima) was said by 
the lamented Bro. Ernest Ringer, in his review of foreign grand 
bodies for the Grand Lodge of New York in 1897, to have been founded 
in 1831, and to have been reconstructed in 1852; to comprise thirty- 
six lodges, five of which were in Bolivia, with an aggregate member- 
ship of 541. Gould {Hist, of Freemasonry, Am. Ed. Vol. IV, p. 182) gives 
an account of this body, which was of Scottish Rite origin and as a 
grand lodge and grand orient had maintained a checkered and inter- 
mittent existence since 1831, a supreme council of the A. and A. S. 
Rite having been instituted the year previous by the senior (local) 
member of the rite, Jose Maria Monson, Roman Catholic chaplain 
in the Army of Independence, and afterwards a canon in the Cathe- 
dral of Trajillo. At its reconstruction in 1852, under the title of the 
National Grand Orient of Peru, the members of the so-called high de- 
grees recovered their supremacy in the governing body, which had 
for a time been lost. During a period extending forward for some 
years from 1861, several regular lodges were established by Ireland 
and Scotland, thirteen having been chartered by Scotland, and at 
the reconstruction in 1882 — of which GOULD speaks, but of which 
Ringer is silent — four of these regular Scotch lodges seem to have 
dropped the bone for the shadow and accepted charters from the new 
body, the “Grand Lodge of Peru.” At the time Gould wrote, this 
body had a following of twenty-two lodges. 

Upon the appearance of Grand Master Dam’s decree, those grand 
lodges who had entangled themselves with this hybrid body and had 
avouched for its Masonry as genuine by formal recognition, very prop- 
erly hastened to repudiate the action of the so-called Grand Lodge of 
Peru, withdraw the commissions of their representatives and inter- 
dict intercourse with those of its obedience; and so strong is the imi- 
tative faculty that certain other grand masters and grand lodges who 
had never before recognized the Masonic character of the offending 
body, rushed to the front with the same action, apparently oblivious 
of the fact that by interdicting intercourse they were imputing to 
that body the very genuineness they had steadfastly declined to ac- 
cord to it, and thus clothing it with the power which it never before 
possessed — that of compromising by its deliverances the Masonic body. 

Grand Master Locke, of Maine, who appears to have been the 
first to learn of the action of Peru, led off with the following edict, 
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which differs from the general line of action in that it excepts from 
its inhibitory force such Peruvians as renounce allegiance to their 
grand lodge on account of this change in its fundamental law: 

It having come to my knowledge that the Grand Lodge of Ancient 
Free and Accepted Masons of the Republic of Peru, with which the 
Grand Lodge of Maine has been in Masonic communication, has 
changed its fundamental law, whereby the “Book of the Law,” viz: “the 
Great Light in Masonry,” is excluded from its altar and the altars of 
the lodges of its obedience, and thereby it and they have ceased to be 
Masonic bodies: 

You are hereby notified that all Masonic communication with said 
grand lodge, its subordinate lodges, and the members of its obedience 
who continue to adhere to said grand lodge under its constitution, 
changed as aforesaid, is suspended until the next annual session of the 
Most Worshipful Grand Lodge of the State of Maine. 

But you are further notified that Masonic communication maybe 
continued with all brethren formerly of the obedience of said Grand 
Lodge of Peru who have or shall renounce allegiance to said grand 
lodge on account of said change in its fundamental law, without regard 
to any action of said Grand Lodge of Peru or the lodges of its obedi- 
ence against said brethren, after said change of its fundamental law, 
on account of their refusing obedience to said action. 

We have not received the Maine proceedings but it is entirely safe 
to say that the features of this edict were not changed. 

Grand Master William A. Sutherland, of New York, in his 
edict says: 

Greeting — A painful but imperative duty has suddenly devolved 
upon me. 

I am credibly informed that the Grand Lodge of Free and Accepted 
Masons of the Republic of Peru has committed Masonic suicide and 
vanished from existence. 

* * ******* 

The body which was the Grand Lodge of Peru has attempted to 
accomplish that which it is not within the power of any man or body of 
men to do. In laying violent and profane hands upon a Great Light in 
Masonry it has attempted to change the plan and very groundwork of 
the institution. 

That the Bible is a book containing sacred truths is one of the 
fundamental tenets of Freemasonry. Howsoever men differ in creed 
or theology, ;all good men are agreed that within the covers of the 
Bible are found those principles of morality which are the foundations 
upon which to build a righteous life. 

The institution of Freemasonry therefore opens this book upon its 
altars with the command to each of its votaries that he diligently study 
therein to learn the way to everlasting life; but it also accompanies 
this doctrine with the gracious doctrine, ever acceptable to free and 
independent-minded men, that all other truths unfolded to the initiate 
through the book of nature, or by the promptings of that spark of the 
divine life implanted in his breast at his creation by the fiat of the 
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Supreme Architect of the Universe, also unite with those truths which 
he shall find within this great light as he shall read and understand 
this book of sacred truths in forming his “basis of morality” and dic- 
tating his mode of life. 

It is too well known among us to need comment or explanation that 
Freemasonry takes by the hand those who come from the synagogue 
of the Jew, and those from the church of the Christian, and leading 
them to its altar, points to the open Bible resting thereon and asks 
of each that he give solemn promise to guide and direct his steps 
through life by the light he there shall find, and as he there shall find it 

While, therefore, Freemasonry inclines no initiate to depart from 
the faith of his fathers, nor to desist from the prayers learned at his 
mother’s knee, it always has pronounced the Bible to be a book in 
which the most sacred truths are taught to man, and it always will 
place the Bible before its votaries as a safe, sure, and everlasting 
“basis of morality.” 

Whosoever, therefore, shall declare to the contrary, no matter 
what his previous station nor how high-sounding his previous title, 
does thereby place himself, and all acknowledging allegiance to him, 
without the pale of Freemasonry. 

Let it, therefore, be most emphatically understood that no God- 
less temple can be reared in the name of Freemasonry. 

In his annual address he relates that he received the Peruvian 
decree on the 24th day of December, and says: 

Before the sun had gone down that dav, your grand master had 
penned an edict, which was addressed to all the lodges within this juris- 
diction, announcing this Masonic suicide of the Grand Lodge of Peru, 
dismissing her representative, as such, from the presence of the Grand 
Lodge of New York, recalling the commission theretofore issued to 
our representative near the Grand Lodge of Peru, and interdicting 
Masonic intercourse with all persons thereafter claiming allegiance 
to the Grand Lodge of Peru, unless and until the said edict of the said 
Christian Dam should be revoked. 

A foot note to his address contains the substance of what he or- 
ally communicated to the grand lodge, the circumstances under which 
he had received the letter below from Past Grand Master CROSBY, of 
Peru, in whose hands a copy of his edict had been placed by Bishop 
Warren, of the Methodist church, to whom it was intrusted as the 
latter was about sailing upon a tour of inspection of the Methodist 
missionaries of South America. Continuing, he said: 

February 8 last, the Bishop wrote me from Callao, Peru, stating 
that Brother Crosby, who is a past grand master of Peru, had already 
prophesied the action which would be taken by other grand lodges, 
and was therefore greatly pleased to receive a copy of my edict. The 
Bishop also wrote of the resignation of Senor Dam as grand master, 
of the great excitement which prevailed, and predicted great good as 
the result. 

I immediately wrote M.W. Francis L. Crosby, past grand master, 
for further particulars, and his reply, dated April 4, was not as reas- 
suring as I had hoped. 
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Subsequently I received from our grand secretary a translation 
of a communication over the signature of J. A. Ego Aguire, past 
grand secretary of the Grand Lodge of Peru, strongly opposing the 
action of the said Christian Dam. 

Saturday evening last I received the following welcome communi- 
cation from M. W. Francis L. Crosby: 


“Lima, May 9, 1898. 

“W. A. Sutherland , Rsq., Rochester > N.Y.: 

“Very Dear Sir and Brother— I am most happy to advise you 
that at the quarterly session of the Grand Lodge of Peru, held three 
days ago, the Dam party was defeated and brother J. A. Ego Aguirre, 
a true Mason, was elected and installed as grand master. With this 
change, which your prompt and energetic action, together with that 
of other American grand masters, evidently aided very much to pro- 
duce, the Bible will again occupy its honored place on our altars and 
true Masonry will be practiced. 

“With much respect, I am, Dear Sir and Brother, 

“Sincerely and fraternally yours, 

“F. L. Crosby, P.G.M.” 

The committee on address say of Grand Master Sutherland’s 
action: 

The grand master would have proven recreant to his obligations 
to preserve the ancient landmarks, had he failed to express his con- 
demnation of this infringement, but at the same time, the fraternity 
is under a lasting obligation to the grand master for the ringing 
words in which he called attenton to the fact that no so-called Ma- 
sonic body can disturb the position of the greatest of the three great 
lights and continue to hold fraternal relations with this grand lodge. 
The prompt and forcible action of the grand master has not only met 
with the cordial approval of the Craft both in our own jurisdiction 
and in many other grand lodges, but it has excited the wide-spread 
and favorable public comment of the most eminent representatives 
of the pulpit and the press. It is the opinion of this committee that 
rarely has a single action attracted so much favorable attention to 
the fraternity. 

The Grand Lodge of England at the June quarterly (1898) received 
from the grand master, the PRINCE OP WALES, a communication not_ 
ing the action of Peru and continuing: 

His Royal Highness is of opinion that recognition of the Grand 
Lodge of Peru as a Masonic body ought no longer to be accorded, un- 
til that body shall have returned to its observance of the ancient 
landmarks, and therefore desires that the sense of grand lodge shall 
be taken on the following resolutions: 

1st Resolution . — That this grand lodge views with profound regret 
the step taken by the Grand Lodge of Peru, in ordering the removal 
of the Volume of the Sacred Law from the altar, and in prohibiting 
all mention of the Bible in the ceremonies of lodges under its juris- 
diction. 

2nd Resolution . — That so long as the Grand Lodge of Peru, or the 
lodges holding thereunder, require or authorize the holding of lodge 
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meeting’s from which the Volume of the Sacred Law is absent, or in 
the ceremonies of which no mention of the Bible is made, they cannot 
be recognized as true and lawful Masonic lodges or bodies. 

3rd Resolution . — That this grand lodge requests that his Royal 
Highness, the most worshipful grand master, will be pleased to take 
such steps for giving effect to the foregoing resolutions, as he may 
consider consistent with the honor of this grand lodge; and to take 
such further steps, if any, as he may deem desirable for the recogni- 
tion of those brethren in Peru who determine to abide by the Ancient 
Landmarks of the Order. 

4-th Resolution . — That this grand lodge hereby reaffirms and again 
places on record the resolution adopted by grand lodge on the 6th day 
of March, 1878, as follows: 

That in view of the foregoing resolutions, the worshipful masters 
of all lodges holding under the Grand Lodge of England be directed 
not to admit any foreign brother as a visitor unless 

1st. He is duly vouched for, or unless his certificate shows that 
he has been initiated according to the ancient rites and ceremonies 
in a lodge professing belief in T.G. A.O.T.U., and 

2nd. Not unless he himself shall acknowledge that his belief is 
an essential landmark of the Order. 

********* 

Grand Master Creamer, of Arizona: 

The Holy Bible, “Great Light” of Masonry, the Divine gift to 
man as a rule and guide for his faith, the foundation upon which the 
grand edifice of Masonry is erected, and without which Masonry would 
be as a rudderless ship, drifting on a dark and stormy sea, repudiated 
and banished from the altars of Masonry. The idea is inconceivable 
and the proposition admits of no argument or discussion. It is the 
duty of all loyal Masons to sternly resent such a far-reaching innova- 
tion in the time-honored principles of our beloved Order. 

The edict of Grand Master Giffin, of Wisconsin, approved and 
continued as the edict of the grand lodge, says: 

It is true that our Order is in no sense sectarian, and never ques- 
tions the private opinion or belief of those who seek admission, only 
in this: they must profess a belief in Deity and must acknowledge that 
the Bible, called by us the “ Holy Writings ,” is the “great light in Ma- 
sonry which will guide us all to truth, will direct our paths to the 
temple of happiness, and point out to us the whole duty of man.” 
As entered apprentices we were taught to regard it as “the inestim- 
able gift of God to man.” As says the grand master of Neiv York , no one 
beyond this is required to “depart from the faith of his fathers nor to 
desist from the prayers learned at his mother’s knee.” 

The Grand Lodge of Michigan adopted the following: 

Whereas, The Grand Lodge of Peru, by its action in abolishing 
the use of the Bible upon Masonic altars, has deliberately severed the 
strongest link which bound it to Ancient Craft Masonry the world 
over, and placed itself upon the level of the atheistic organizations 
of some of the countries of the old world; therefore 
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Resolved , That all recognition heretofore accorded to the Grand 
Lodge of Peru be and is hereby withdrawn; and the said Grand Lodge 
of Peru is declared to be an atheistic and unmasonic body, and all Ma- 
sonic intercourse between Masons holding obedience to the Grand 
Lodge of Michigan and all persons owning allegiance to the aforesaid 
Grand Lodge of Peru is hereby interdicted and forbidden. 

Grand Master Dewey, of Iowa, endorsed by the grand lodge: 

This is an assault upon the ancient landmarks; a rebuke upon 
Masonry; an insult to our conscience that we cannot entertain nor 
tolerate; and I hope that every Mason in Iowa will unite in full sym- 
pathy and with expressions of denunciation and contempt intended 
herein to be expressed. Masonry in all Christian lands has labored 
too long to teach principles based directly on the True Law, and from 
which ‘ ‘Shines Perfect Light,” to submit to the displacement of that 
authority which alone permits Masonry to exist. 

Indeed, the grand master who has so wantonly disregarded his 
obligation, and the members of the grand jurisdiction over which he 
assumes to preside, are indebted to that same Great Light and au- 
thority for their existence as Masons; for without it, they are left to 
float, like a ship without a rudder, and without a keel. 

The act of the grand master of the republic of Peru is without 
precedent, and his assumption that which does not lie within the 
power of any man or Mason, even though he may possess and enjoy 
the high prerogative of a grand master. 

The Holy Bible given to us as Christian Masons, is our “Rule and 
Guide of Faith and Practice;” it was placed upon the Masonic altar 
by higher authority than that of any grand master, and no one per- 
son, be he an humble Mason, or one exalted to the highest rank known 
to our law, has any right or authority to disturb or remove or dese- 
crate the name of Mason, by requiring its absence. 

Grand Master Flint, of Nova Scotia, in his edict of non-inter- 
course, says: 

By this decree the Grand Lodge of Peru has placed between itself 
and this grand lodge an impassible gulf. This grand lodge believes 
and teaches that the Holy Bible is a basis of morality, the inestimable 
gift of God to man, and one of the most ancient, prominent, and im- 
portant of Masonic landmarks. 

I need not enlarge upon the value attached to the Holy Bible in 
our lodges and ritual. Nor upon the violation of all our ideas of true 
Ancient Craft Masonry involved in the action of the Grand Lodge of 
Peru, in directing that sacred symbol to be removed from the altars 
of Masonry throughout that jurisdiction. 

Without the Holy Bible upon its altar no Masonic Lodge in this 
jurisdiction can have a legal existence, and this grand lodge cannot 
remain in fraternal intercourse and relationship with any grand lodge 
which denies to the Holy Scriptures the high and sacred place which 
we have ever conceded to them. 

Grand Master Taylor, of Georgia, in his edict says: 

This action on the part of the Grand Lodge of Peru causes its ex- 
istence to cease as a Masonic body, and severs the relations that have 
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existed before between it and the Grand Lodge of Georgia. It also 
severs the relations between it and every other Grand Masonic juris- 
diction with which we are in fraternal relations in the Masonic world. 

The Holy Bible is a gift of God to His children as a rule and guide 
for their actions. To the Mason it has ever been “the book of the 
law— the great light of Masonry — an ancient landmark.” “It is not 
in the power of any man, or set of men, to make innovations in the 
body of Masonry. 

Grand Master Baker, of Arkansas — edict: 

The Grand Lodge of Arkansas most positively declines to hold 
fraternal relations with any grand lodge in which the Holy Bible, 
that great light in Masonry, is not regarded as its chief light — the 
rule and guide of our faith and practice. 

Grand Lodge of Connecticut: 

Whereas, The grand master of Masons in Peru has issued an 
edict “that on all Masonic altars the Bible shall be removed and re- 
placed by the constitution of the Order of Freemasonry, and that in 
all rituals the word ‘Bible’ shall be stricken out and the words ‘The 
Constitution of the Grand Lodge of Peru’ used in its place.” 

Whereas, That in so doing he has removed the Great Light, one 
of the necessary constituents of every regular lodge, from the altar 
of Freemasonry in violation of its ancient landmarks. 

Resolved , That this grand lodge suspends Masonic intercourse with 
the Grand Lodge of Peru, and requires the same of all lodges and 
Masons in this jurisdiction during the continuance of said edict. 

Committee on correspondence and Grand Lodge of Indiana: 

Resolved , That the Grand Lodge of Peru, having officially excluded 
the Holy Bible from its altar and the altars of the lodges of its obedi- 
ence, has thereby ceased to be a Masonic body. 

Resolved , That all Masonic communication with said grand lodge, 
its subordinate lodges, and the members of its obedience, is hereby 
prohibited until the further order of this grand lodge. 

Grand Master Shaver, of Kansas: “By this act this grand lodge 
(Peru) has written its decree of divorcement from Masonry, and is no 
longer a Masonic body.” 

The Kansas committee on address say with grand lodge approval: 

Your committee is totally unable to discern how the ancient land- 
marks, usages, and customs of the fraternity can be observed by the 
exclusion of the Holy Bible (which is the “rule and guide of faith”) 
from their altar, and we therefore heartily endorse the decisive action 
in severing all communication with the said grand lodge and the Ma- 
sons of its obedience in token of our disapproval of its course. 

Grand Master Brice, of Louisiana: 

Esteeming the Bible as the source of truth in morals and religion, 
and believing it is a book appertaining to no sect, but the gift of our 
common Father to all His children, surely no Mason, however high his 
rank, and whatever his views as to the opinion of others, is not per- 
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mitted to divest himself of the duty to keep and guard this book as 
“The Book of the Law” to himself and to his brethren — “an indispen- 
sable part of the furniture of every lodge” — a landmark— beyond the 
power of any man or body of men to remove from its place in the lodge. 

The Louisiana committee on correspondence with grand lodge ap- 
proval: 

As Masons we have naught to do with the opinions of others in 
respect to the Holy Bible. But for us it is the revealed word of the 
Great Architect of the Universe, and all of our dogmas and morals, 
and the very bone and sinew of our rituals are derived therefrom and 
founded thereon, and this to such an extent that if what we have es- 
tablished from our examination and criticism thereof be expunged 
from our rituals and our laws nothing practically will remain — Ma- 
sonry would cease to exist. The Masons of Peru, by their action in 
this matter, have ceased to be Masons in any proper sense. Having 
committed moral suicide we can no longer have fellowship with them. 

The grand master’s edict was accordingly sustained and perpetu- 
ated — “until that light shall be again rekindled.” 

Grand Master Lawless, of Minnesota: 

I most heartily indorse and commend the action taken by the 
grand masters of the Grand Lodges of Maine and New York. 

We also want it emphatically understood that no godless temple 
can be reared in the name of Freemasonry. 

A special Minnesota committee, whose report included indorse- 
ment of the grand master’s remarks, and was itself sustained, thus 
prefaced its recommendation of non-intercourse: 

Masonry has ever regarded the Bible as one of its great lights; a 
safe, sure, and infallible rule and guide of faith, and the basis of all 
our moral teachings. Without it, our great fraternity, whose rapid 
growth has excited the wonder of the world and whose influence for 
the upbuilding of human character and the development of the prin- 
ciples of brotherly love, relief, and truth has been so widely extended, 
would soon lose its way and go down to obscurity and oblivion. 

If we should ignore this action of the Grand Master of Peru, in 
which he seeks to change the plan and ver}^ ground-work of the Ma- 
sonic institution, we would be derelict of the duties which we as Ma- 
sons are bound to perform. 

Grand Master Cobb, of Mississippi: 

As we claim the Bible to be the Great Light of the world, and es- 
pecially of Masonry, that no Masonic lodge can exist without it upon 
her altar; that while we do not hold or dictate a religious creed, nor 
regard Masonry as a system of religion in any sense, yet, no man can 
be a Mason who does not subscribe to the moral precepts contained in 
the Bible, and that it does not lie in the power of any man or body of 
men to change this landmark of Masonry, — therefore, any man. lodge, 
or grand lodge, repudiating, rejecting and casting out the sacred 
Scriptures, thereby ceases to be a Mason, lodge, or grand lodge. 
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The grand lodge adopted the following offered by Past Grand 
Master Speed: 

We adopt as our report the following resolution of Brother Speed: 

Whereas, The Book of Constitutions has been substituted for the 
Holy Bible, the Great Light in Masonry, upon the altars of the lodges 
which are of the obedience of the Grand Orient of Peru, by an edict 
of that body, and being an essential in the furniture of every lodge of 
true Freemasons, in a Christian land, without which no lodge can be 
opened or Mason obligated: 

Resolved , That this grand lodge withdraws its recognition of the 
Grand Orient of Peru, and declares it no longer exists as a Masonic 
body, and those of its obedience are not entitled to Masonic recogni- 
tion. 

Committee on state of Masonry, of Quebec, approved by the grand 
lodge: 

In the Masonic world over, it is acknowledged that it is not in the 
power of any man to change the original plan of Freemasonry, there- 
fore, when a grand body so ill-advisedly and deliberately extinguishes 
the Great Light from its lodges, there is only one course left open for 
other grand lodges to pursue, and that is to leave it in the darkness 
it has so created and sever all intercourse and connection with it and 
its subordinate members. 

Grand Master Coe, of South Dakota, in recommending non-inter- 
course “until the Grand Lodge of Peru, or the said CHRISTIAN Dam, 
or his successor in office shall repudiate said edict,” says: 

While our Order is in no sense sectarian; while we never question 
the private opinions or beliefs of those who seek admission, only in 
this, they must profess a belief in the Deity, and must acknowledge 
the Bible, called by us the “Holy Writings,” as the Great Light in 
Masonry, which will guide ?us to all truth and direct our paths to the 
temple of happiness, we feel that he who attempts to repudiate this 
Holy Book cannot occupy a position so high as not to merit our con- 
demnation as Freemasons. 

The committee on jurisprudence of that grand lodge were in- 
dorsed in the following: 

The action of Christian Dam, grand master of Peru, in the ex- 
tinguishment by his decree of the Great Light in Masonry, deserves 
the condemnation of every true Mason. We recommend that all fra- 
ternal intercourse with said grand lodge and the members of her 
obedience, be prohibited. 

The Grand Lodge of Tennessee adopted the following, reported by 
its committee on jurisprudence: 

In regard to the circular letters of the grand masters of New 
York and Maine, severing connection with the Grand Lodge of Peru 
on account of that body excluding the Bible from its altars, which 
were referred to us, the committee are in full sympathy with the 
action of these two grand masters, and would recommend that as 
soon as our grand master receives official notice of the action of the 
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Grand Lodge of the Republic of Peru, that he act in the matter at 
once. 

Grand Master Gash, of Utah, having then received only the 
Maine circular, at first recommended that the matter wait investi- 
gation by the grand secretary, but later, having received the New 
York circular, recommended immediate action. He says: 

We are taught “that it is not in the power of any man or body of 
men to make innovations in the body of Masonry.” Prom time whereof 
recorded history or the traditions of our institution “runneth not to 
the contrary,” it has been the law and custom for the Great Lights in 
Masonry to be spread upon the sacred altar; to do away with this cus- 
tom is an innovation that cannot and must not be tolerated by the 
regular body of Masonry. If Peru has done this, it has put itself out- 
side the pales of Masonry, and cannot be recognized as a Masonic 
body; as well might they do away with the three principal stations in 
the lodge or lay aside any of its most sacred teachings and obligations. 

The committee on jurisprudence and the grand lodge coincided in 
this view and the former reported and the latter adopted in substance 
the Maine edict. 

As we have before said, substantially every grand lodge that has 
heretofore become in any sense a sponsor for the Masonic character 
of the “Grand Lodge of Peru” was placed under instant constraint by 
the action of that body as reflected in the decree of Grand Master 
Dam, to repudiate both act and actors in the name of Masonry. It is 
to be regretted, however, that in the performance of this bounden 
duty grand masters and committees should have made speeches to the 
galleries, or permitted themselves to dogmatize about the Bible in a 
way not warranted by that Magna Charta of religious liberty to the 
Freemason, the charge “Concerning God and religion.” Almost all of 
the deliverances quoted above either assume or labor to prove that 
certain opinions about the Bible apart from its Masonic-uses are essential 
to the recognition of its fitness as a Masonic symbol. Those of Maine 
and Nova Scotia are scarcely open to criticism in this respect, while 
that of Mississippi formulated by Past Grand Master Speed — known 
of all men as a staunch and zealous churchman — states the true ground 
fully, strongly, unobjectionably, fully justifying the action had by tho 
statement in two lines — that the Bible is “an essential in the furni- 
ture of every lodge of true Freemasons in a Christian land, without 
which no lodge can be opened or Mason obligated.” 

There is no justification for, and nothing to be gained by misstat- 
ing the position of an opponent or an offender, as in the Michigan 
declaration that Senor Dam’s sodality is an “ atheistic ” body; in the 
equally oracular and more emphatic declaration of the grand master 
of New York: “Let it therefore be most emphatically understood that 
no godless temple can be reared in the name of Freemasonry,” or in 
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the equivalent implication of the Grand Lodge of England which re- 
vived and tacked on to its declaration of outlawry against Peru the 
order issued when the Grand Orient of Prance made its constitution 
atheistic, forbidding the lodges to admit any foreign visitor unless he 
shall acknowledge that his belief in God is an essential landmark of 
Masonrv. 

The tendency of speakers to extremes of language when they feel 
sure that they have their audience with them is proverbial, but in times 
of excitement the rulers and leaders of the Craft should be particu- 
larly careful not to raise a hue and cry while in pursuit of the confess- 
edly guilty, that shall confuse the perceptions of those less informed 
than themselves and endanger the raising of the same hue and cr}- 
against those who are as law-abiding as themselves. 

The opportunity for the grand master of New York to place his 
grand lodge in a zealously orthodox light before both the fraternal 
and profane world — for the committee on address, it will be remem- 
bered, say that his action “excited the wide-spread and favorable 
public comment of the most eminent representatives of the pulpit 
and the press” — was indeed a timely one in view of the so recent rec- 
ognition of the Gran Dieta Simbolica of Mexico when the Bible was 
excluded from its lodges. True, this was not done with the flourish of 
trumpets which attended the exclusion in Peru, but very quietly and 
albeit very successfully, as the testimony of an eye witness — Brother 
Parvin, shows. 

The committee on address seem to have been carried a little 
farther by the general enthusiasm of the moment, than the facts 
would warrant, when they speak of the ringing words of the grand 
master, “in which he called attention to the fact that no so-called 
Masonic body can disturb the position of the greatest of the three great 
lights and continue to hold fraternal relations with this grand lodge.” 

At all events we have not been advised that the Grand Lodge of 
New York has withdrawn its fraternal fellowship from the Gran Dieta 
Simbolica, notwithstanding the “position” of the Bible in the lodges 
of the latter, where, according to the following article of the “bal- 
uster” which decrees the “restoration” of the Bible, one of the great 
lights is seen to be compounded of two books, one being decreed in- 
sufficient: 

“Art. 5. Since [after] the publication of the present baluster, all 
the lodges shall place on the altar of the obligation the book of the 
Bible, which shall be the foundation in ritualistic Masons, and for 
the observance of all regular Masons, the same as the constitutions, 
and over both a square and the compasses.” 

The italics are ours. It will be interesting to observe whether in 
case the restoration foreshadowed by the letter of Past Grand Mas- 
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ter Crosby should be of the same kind, it will be held sufficient to 
warrant a resumption of fraternal relations with Peru, on the part of 
the Grand Lodge of New York, and still more interesting to observe 
whether it will be held to be sufficient by the Grand Lodge of Iowa, 
the latter having recognized the Gran Dieta Simbolica on the strength 
of this balustre, and, unlike New York, after the rank and file of the 
body were fully informed that the Bible was nowhere in sight in the 
Mexican lodges. 


ELECTIONEERING FOR OFFICE. 

The frequency with which complaints of this evil and scandal crop, 
out is another illustration of the danger to which Masonry is exposed 
in many directions, of being honeycombed by the reflected influences 
of its environment. Referring to the animadversions of the grand 
master of Pennsylvania upon this practice last year, the correspond- 
ence committee of British Columbia say: 

Canvassing for office is evidently not unknown in Pennsylvania, 
for the Grand Master calls attention to a former decision, which is 
that “It is not permissible to open any headquarters outside of the 
Masonic Temple, where brethren may participate in a complimentary 
luncheon immediately prior to or during the holding of a Masonic elec- 
tion, in the interest of any brother who is to be voted for for Masonic 
office,” and fears that the admonition has not been observed as it 
should be. The only fault we see in the decision is that it appears to 
make an exception in favor of complimentary luncheons within the 
Masonic Temple. 

The “Dominion” seems to be as badly infected as the “States.” 
The board of general purposes of the Grand Lodge of Canada, report- 
ing on the condition of Masonry, say, with the approval of the grand 
lodge: 

One D.D.G.M. complains that the practice of canvassing for office 
is increasing in his district. He says: “Within the past two years 
more systematic canvassing has been done, hereabouts, than has been 
the case in the memory of the oldest Mason, and the flagrant methods- 
adopted by brethren, who should and do know better, are specially 
obnoxious to every high principled craftsman in the district. Several 
youthful past masters, who doubtless expect to receive an appoint- 
ment for the effort put forth, are known to have written letters to 
brethren in sister lodges inviting them to do their level best to elect 
so and so in preference to another brother (name given) whose offense 
it appears was in exercising his franchise as a past master in favor of 
the candidate of his choice at the last communication of grand lodge.” 

The board cannot too strongly condemn the practice of canvass- 
ing for office, and recommend to the consideration of the members of 
grand lodge a clause in the address to grand lodge of M.W. Bro. A. A, 
Stevenson in 1869. 

The grand master at that time said: “From various parts of our 
jurisdiction I have learned with great regret that the ambition of 
—cl 
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some of our brethren, in regard to obtaining lodge offices, seem to 
have outrun their discretion. In several instances this has been car- 
ried so far as to result in the formation of two or more parties in a 
lodge, and under the eagerness and excitement which such a state of 
things invariably produces, open canvassing for office has actually 
been resorted to. Brethren, it is an evil of great magnitude, fraught 
with most disastrous consequences, and it ought not to be tolerated 
either in private lodges or in grand lodge. 

“To be elected to a prominent position in the Craft is doubtless an 
honor to which all deserving brethren may aspire; yet it ought al- 
ways to be remembered that merit and ability alone are the true 
grounds of preferment among Masons, and it is most unseemly that 
anything like electioneering for office should ever be attempted. 

“It is to be hoped that in future every brother will denounce and 
discountenance such proceedings by every means in his power. 

“The most effectual mode of securing the complete abolishment 
of this evil practice will be for every brother, when approached m 
that way, to cast his vote against, instead of for the party who resorts 
to such improper methods for the purpose of obtaining office.” 

Grand Master WiNSOR, of Michigan, says: 

I have noticed a tendency the last few years to introduce political 
methods in connection with our annual elections, which, if continued, 
I am fearful will not tend to preserve harmony among the Craft and 
the general welfare of this grand lodge. 

It seems to me that Masonic elections should be conducted upon 
a higher plane than that occupied by our political brethren. 

When headquarters are opened at the hotels by the various can- 
didates, where cigars and refreshments are dispensed, and the public 
daily papers announce the names of the candidates and discuss their 
probabilities of election, we certainly bring our grand lodge elections 
down to a political level. 

I sincerely trust that such methods will be frowned upon by the 
members of this grand body and that we strive to elect to office, those 
of known qualifications, whose labors and zeal for our beloved institu- 
tion entitle them to this reward. 

There will naturally be differences of opinion, and the purpose of 
the ballot is to give every one an opportunity to give free expression 
to his choice, but when the result is declared, we should all have the 
assurance that the honor is worthily bestowed, and an entire absence 
of any bitter feelings of animosity and dissension that cannot .but be 
engendered through a system of political campaigning. 

A special committee reported in strong endorsement of his lan- 
guage and submitted the following, which was unanimously adopted: 

Whereas, The Grand Lodge of P. and A. M., of the state of Michi- 
gan strongly disapproves of the political form of campaigning for 
office in this grand body, which has manifested itself in some of our 
elections of recent years, and that the methods to which our M.W. 
grand master alludes would certainly be highly censured should they 
ever be practiced in any of our constituent lodges, therefore be it 
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Resolved, That this grand lodge frowns upon the sending out of 
letters, circulars, or solicitations for support from delegates for any 
elective office in this grand body. 

That it is highly improper for a candidate, in hope of strengthen- 
ing his canvass, to open headquarters in true political style. 

That delegates should write their own ballots for their choice on 
the slips which are passed by the tellers. 

That the purpose of the ballot is to give every delegate a per- 
fectly free, private, and uninfluenced expression for an honor which 
will then be worthily bestowed. 

In the Grand Lodge of Nova Scotia, Past Grand Master McCoy 
referred to recent violations of the constitution in this respect and 
•offered the following, which was adopted: 

Whereas, By chapter 1, section 2, of the constitution of this 
grand lodge, it is declared that “canvassing for offce in grand lodge 
is forbidden.” This grand lodge now assembled desires to reiterate 
and solemnly declare that canvassing for office in said grand lodge is 
derogatory to its dignity, subversive of, and contrary to the constitu- 
tion, dangerous to that peace and harmony which should ever exist 
among its members, and any one committing such offense is guilty of a 
violation of his obligation, and liableto severecensure andpunishment. 

Grand Master Gash, of Utah, in his annual address thus warns 
against the evil: 

I call the attention of the brethen of this grand and the constit- 
uent lodges to that part of the new code which declares against elec- 
tioneering for office in the grand or constituent lodges. It should be 
read in the grand lodge and all constituent lodges just before the 
election in each year. In Masonry it should be an axiom that the 
office seek the man, and not the man the office. To electioneer for 
an office in a lodge would be putting our fraternity upon the level of 
partisan politics. It has not been carried on to any marked extent 
by our brethren in this grand jurisdiction in the past, and we want to 
forever keep it out in the future, for the welfare of Masonry in gen- 
eral. I cite you to the remarks of Grand Master P. L. Williams in 
his address of 1888, which I indorse with all my heart. 

Past Grand Master Jenks, of Wisconsin, having quoted from the 
Michigan address a portion of the remarks which we reproduce under 
that head, says: 

This reminds us of an incident in the life of dear old Dr. C. Loftus 
Martin, for many years a life member of the Grand Lodge of Wiscon- 
sin. On being asked at one time by an over-zealous aspirant to vote for 
him for grand warden, he promptly and decidedly replied, “No, sir.” 
and upon being asked for his reason by the candidate, replied with 
scorn, “Because you are unworthy, sir.” “Whatdo you mean by that?” 
queried the candidate. “Why am I unworthy of the position?” “Be- 
cause you asked for it, sir,” was the reply. This states our position 
exactly. No person should either seek for or decline a Masonic office, 
and a Mason who resorts to political methods and self-seeking to se- 
cure elevation at the hands of his brethren conclusively demonstrates 
his unworthiness. 


52 


APPENDIX. — PART I. 


In 1896 we noted the unanimous adoption by the Grand Lodge' of 
England of a resolution condemning the “systematic practice of can- 
vassing and touting” carried on by brethren at their elections. The 
vote being unanimous the way seemed clear for the next step, that of 
declaring the praqtice a Masonic offense. Accordingly, at the quar- 
terly of December 1, 1897, a resolution proposing an addition to the 
book of constitutions was brought forward, as follows: 

Canvassing for an elective office, personally, by letter, by circular, 
or otherwise, is prohibited. Any candidate who shall, on appeal, be 
proved to the satisfaction of the board of general purposes, after due 
inquiry, to have canvassed for votes, or to have tacitly known of, or 
sanctioned, canvassing by brethren or other agents on his behalf, shall 
be held incapable of entering upon the duties of the office to which 
he may have been elected, and such election shall, in consequence, be 
void and of no effect. The vacancy so caused shall be filled up in the 
manner provided by the book of constitutions. 

The mover of the resolution, Brother Lamonby, P.M., No. 962, 
referring to the practice, said: 

We have all condemned it. Past masters of lodges will remem- 
ber that when they were installed they pledged themselves to strictly 
adhere to every edict of the grand lodge. I am sorry to say that some 
brethren have either forgotten the pledge, or carelessly, or perhaps 
wilfully, ignored the pledge they gave when they first were placed in 
the Chair of King Solomon. Now, such being the case, the time evi- 
dently has arrived when we ought to adopt a drastic method of deal- 
ing with the system of touting in grand lodge, and that is by placing 
on our statute book a provision that canvassing and touting shall be 
taken to be a penal offense. Year by year we have letter writing, 
circularising, and ticket touting, and whilst mentioning these objec- 
tionable methods, in the election of grand treasurer or the board of 
general purposes, let me assure those who may think I am going too 
far, that Ido not mean by letter writing to refer to a letter one brother 
might write to another brother — that is a personal matter; what I do 
thoroughly object to is letter writing in the form of lithographic cir- 
culars. I have also on two or three occasions heard opinions from 
distinguished brethren deploring this system of canvassing and tout- 
ing, and they have said it is impossible to put it down. I say it is pos- 
sible if you are in earnest. If grand lodge is in earnest to put down 
the system, it could be done by a resolution to alter our book of con- 
stitutions. 

He then brought forward the proposition, as above stated. Quite 
a discussion ensued, the opposition to the proposition first pointing- 
out difficulties in the way on account of the method of action pro- 
posed and some of the methods of supporting one’s friends included 
in the condemnations, but at the close it veered round into an open 
attack upon it as interfering with the right of members to give a 
free hand in supporting any of their friends who were candidates, and 
it was beaten by a large majority, after an unsuccessful attempt to 
make it more palatable by striking out the words “by letter, circular, 
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or otherwise,” and substitute in their stead the words u in grand lodge 
in person by the candidate or his friends.” 

There are other methods of electioneering for place than by per- 
sonally soliciting support either verbally or by written communication. 
Buncombe speeches, resolutions, and measures rarely deceive anybody 
as to their real object, and it is but poetic justice when those who deal 
in that sort of electioneering find, upon counting the votes, that their 
advertising efforts have been taken at their real value. To receive 
recognition and promotion in Masonry is an honorable ambition, but 
to obtain it there is but one Masonic method of electioneering, and 
that is to discharge whatever duty may be assigned to one, with fidel- 
ity and to the very best of one’s ability. In this way he will surely 
command the respect and good will of his brethren, whether they are 
able to find an official place for him or not. 

Perhaps there is no more proper place to speak of the kindred sin 
of electioneering for Masonry — proselyting for the lodge; because it 
only too frequently seems to have its root, not in the ignorant zeal of 
the younger brethren, as intimated below, but in the desire of masters 
to make “a good record for work.” 

Past Grand Master Pillans, of Alabama, in recording the follow- 
ing action of the Grand Lodge of Wisconsin, regrets that there may 
also be but too great cause for similar action elsewhere: 

“Whereas, It is a well settled principle in Masonry that every 
applicant for its mysteries must come in of his own free will and ac- 
cord; and, 

“Whereas, It is expressly made a Masonic offense to ask or solicit 
a profane to become a Mason; and 

“Whereas, There are indications that some of our younger breth- 
ren, in their zeal, have either forgotten, or have not learned this well- 
settled Masonic principle; therefore 

“ Resolved , That this grand lodge hereby reaffirms its condemnation 
of this unmasonic practice, und strictly enjoins all Masons of its obedi- 
ence, from even the slightest hint to a profane, that his membership 
in the fraternity is desirable. 

“ Resolved , That the grand secretary be instructed to send a copy 
of the above to every lodge in the jurisdiction, with instructions that 
they be read in open lodge at least four times each year.” 

It is generally true that it is among the younger brethren that 
the out-croppings of this forgetting or unlearning zeal are most fre- 
quently seen, but there is only too good reason to fear that it is with 
the tacit consent of their superiors in age and station whose ambi- 
tion either for themselves or for their lodge is too much tickled by the 
results to permit them to do their duty by the uninformed. If the 
Wisconsin action was not so intended it is admirably calculated to 
reach and remedy the cases where the master and wardens are not 
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sufficiently solicitous to see that a knowledge of the law on this im- 
portant point-is permitted to filter down through to the rank and file — 
and human nature is pretty much the same everywhere. Every other 
grand lodge might advantageously adopt a similar regulation. 


CIPHER RITUALS. 

The proceedings of the year chiefly under review in this report, 
reflect the wide-spread interest excited by the startling departure of 
recent years by some grand lodges in authorizing the printing of the 
esoteric work either in extenso or in “cipher suggestions” of the ritual 
previously written out in extenso. 

The impetus of this general discussion comes chiefly from the 
action of the Grand Lodge of Ohio, of which the initial step was taken 
in 1891 when a committee was appointed to write out in extenso a com- 
plete copy of the ritual, and this was examined, approved, and pro- 
mulgated in 1892, presumably as a standard for reference, as it was 
kept in the custody of the grand master. In 1893 his successor con- 
cluded that in its inaccessibility it was failing in its beneficent possi- 
bilities, and had a cipher suggestion made to it, published an edition 
of two hundred and fifty copies and placed one in the hands of every 
one charged with the duty of teaching the work — grand officers, past 
grand masters, and some others — and this action received the ap- 
proval of the grand lodge. 

One of the arguments used by the grand master to justify his 
course to the grand lodge and secure its approval was that if the 
grand lodge didn’t print them some unauthorized party would, and 
the conditions under which they were issued was to insure their being 
safely guarded and their whereabouts kept track of. 

In 1894 the Grand Lodge of Oregon ordered the printing of the 
ritual and its distribution to the lodges, but the incoming grand mas- 
ter (Malcom) took the responsibility of forbidding the work, and at 
the next session argued the unlawful character of the proposed de- 
parture so convincingly that he had no difficulty in winning the ap- 
proval and commendation of the full grand lodge for disregarding 
an order which, as he showed, had been carried through the dwind- 
ling body the preceding year, near the close of the session, by a 
small majority (43 to 38), a meagre handful, when compared with the 
350 votes of the full body. 

The proceedings of the Grand Lodge of New South Wales for 
1894-5 disclosed the fact that it had at an earlier date printed its rit- 
uals, the record showing that a motion to print another edition had 
finally been carried against strong opposition after a long debate. 
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From the remoteness of the scene of action and the general ig- 
norance of the precise nature of the Australian job, the action of New 
South Wales attracted comparatively little attention, but by 1895 the 
storm of criticism was such as to make Ohio wince, and had induced 
some profitable reflection on the part of the then grand master 
(whose predecessor had done the printing), leading him to say: 

I am clearly of the opinion that, when the proper time comes, the 
rituals should be taken up, and this grand jurisdiction relieved of the 
criticisms that are being made upon this subject by other grand ju- 
risdictions. Although favoring its publication at the time, because 
it seemed to be a necessity in order to secure uniformity of work, 
still I must admit that it has caused some regrets since that such an 
innovation to the original plans of Masonry should have been toler- 
ated; for it opened wide the gates to the admission of almost any of 
the so-called modern improvements. The sooner we retrace our steps, 
and then follow the footprints of our forefathers, the better it will 
be for Freemasonry in this grand jurisdiction. 

As disclosing how far amiss human calculations sometimes are, 
and the carelessness which familiarity breeds, we quote from the ad- 
dress of Grand Master Williams at the session of the Grand Lodge 
of Ohio now under review: 

No adequate provision has been made for the custody and care of 
our rituals. At the beginning of the year they were dumped on my 
desk, unregistered and uncounted, and little record is kept of those 
that have been issued. I recommend that the imperfect copies be de- 
stroyed, and the remainder be placed in the custody of the grand sec- 
retary, who shall be required to keep an accurate register of those 
which have been and may hereafter be issued; none to be hereafter 
issued except upon the written order of the grand master. 

Past Grand Master Cunningham, the veteran Ohio reviewer, 
whose work in this department for many years has given the Ohio 
proceedings an exceptional value, a well known member of the Scot- 
tish Rite, and a member of the committee appointed by the grand 
master to write out in extenso the Ohio ritual, quotes the following 
from our report of 1896: 

That Masonry, like other organizations and like the individual? 
cannot escape the influence of its environment, the proceedings re- 
viewed afford evidence in the comparatively languid interest excited 
by what thirty years ago would have been so startling a departure as 
to have set the whole fraternity in a blaze of indignant excitement — 
the authorized printing of cipher rituals by grand lodges. The rapid 
extension of the so-called high rites since the revival of Masonry 
which followed the decadence of the Morgan days, built upon Masonry 
as they are and recruited wholly from its membership, has familiarized 
so many Masons with the idea of printed rituals that the keen edge 
of sensibility which the craftsman brings from the process of his 
“making” is soon blunted by the indifference of his sophisticated 
brethren. Let any one who is old enough to remember the deep feeling 
caused by the unauthorized and surreptitious circulation of a printed 
cipher a generation ago, recall that picture, and then look upon that 
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presented now when a graad master’s first solicitude on being re- 
quested to join with other grand masters in a protest against the 
authorized issue of a cipher ritual, finds expression in the statement 
that interference might be construed into a denial of the sovereignty 
of the incriminated grand lodge! 

And thereupon says: 

Whilst, as is well known, the writer hereof is opposed personally 
to the publication of cipher rituals, yet the fact that they have been 
in use in some form, whether surreptitiously or semi-officially, by lec- 
turers for over a hundred years, is also doubtless true, and should be 
borne in mind by all those who are so loud in their denunciation of 
those grand lodges that have preferred to issue, under stringent reg- 
ulations, official “Cipher Suggestions of the Work,” to not only cause 
a uniformity in the work, but also to drive out of the market the hun- 
dreds of pretended official cipher rituals prepared for nearly every 
state in the Union by mercenary publishers, and sold for gain only. 

Whilst as above, and as often heretofore stated, the views of the 
writer are opposed to all such publications, yet he can not ignore the 
fact that others are equally entitled to their own opinions and judg- 
ment in that as in all other Masonic questions, and that also the pro- 
hibitory clause in the esoteric work to any such cipher suggestions, 
whether written or printed, is plainly susceptible of two construc- 
tions as to any unlawful attainment of Masonic esotery. 

As the Snow, Barney, and Webb “work” were all disseminated in 
a written cipher, where desired, through grand lecturers and others, 
the period of its use through them alone is carried back a hundred 
years; and as for that “blaze of indignant excitement” that would 
have startled “the whole fraternity” thirty years ago , yet it is now over 
thirty years since the Mnemonic Conservator Webb work craze, that 
required the vigorous pen of the late Charles W. Moore, of Boston, 
and many other prominent Masonic writers throughout the United 
States, to even stay its rapid growth, and which was only finally 
squelched by the action of the M. W. Grand Lodge of Kentucky in rela- 
tion to its chief disseminator — whose love of Masonry and devotion to 
the Craft was doubtless a conscientious life-work, and, if misconceived 
upon his part or otherwise, a higher tribunal has doubtless lovingly de- 
termined ere this. Peace to his ashes! The organized dissemination of 
the lithographed Webb manuscripts ceased (except, perhaps, in those 
jurisdictions where it was officially adopted), and grand lodge legis- 
lation in general prohibited its dissemination; but its use doubtless 
continued until superseded by other unauthorized and certainly more 
questionable printed cipher methods. The oldest printed publica- 
tions of that which is deemed esoteric, by Masons and grand lodges of 
the United States, are probably those of Ungland, some of which 
have doubtless been published over a hundred years, and } r et until the 
announced official publication of the same esoteric work by the Grand 
Lodge of New South Wales the writer is not aware of a voice having 
been raised in denunciation of their publication. 

The free use therein of Masonic esotery has enhanced the sale of 
some American monitorial works, and yet the circulation of any such 
has not only never been prohibited, but has in some instances re- 
ceived official recognition and encouragement. 
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That the influence of the Ancient and Accepted Scottish Rite had 
anything whatever to do with the dissemination or encouragment of 
the publication of the esotery of Craft Masonry, as may be seen, is 
entirely without proof, and doubtless without any foundation, either 
in fact or legitimate inference, as the phenomenal growth and popu- 
larity of Scottish Rite Masonry covers a period of only thirty years; 
namely, from the union of 1867. Prior to that date it was but little 
known comparatively, and was then considered, as always held by 
Albert Pike, “to be the Masonry of the few and not of the many;” 
but the contest, however, between the Van Renssalaer body of the 
Scottish Rite and its rival claimants in the northern jurisdiction for 
a few years prior to the union but served to advertise the rite, and 
direct the attention of the Masonic public to these beautiful grades 
hitherto so little known, whilst the Morgan craze had comparatively 
died out over thirty years previous to 1876. 

The reference, also, to M.W. Bro. James Staton’s refusal, when 
grand master in Kentucky, to participate in that “solemn protest” 
that he conceived to be calling in question grand lodge sovereignty, 
now conceded by all grand lodges, and their right to make regulations 
for their own government, was equally uncalled for, and as pointless 
as the reference to the deep feeling caused by the unauthorized and 
surreptitious circulation of a printed cipher a generation ago, not 
only shown in the history of the Webb Work Conservator dissemina- 
tion referred to above in grand jurisdictions where covertly or openly 
adopted, but in Ohio — and doubtless other grand lodges have had then 
and since similar experiences, forty years ago its work was revised, and 
as soon as promulgated mercenary parties surreptitiously printed and 
sold cipher keys to its ritual, notwithstanding the most stringent reg- 
ulations against their use. 

British Columbia: The committee on correspondence, review- 
ing Iowa, say: 

Brother Coxe is evidently infected with the cipher disease for he 
says: “Moreover, we frankly say that we can see no possibility of 
ensuring correct and uniform work without some such standard of 
appeal.” Under Maryland, he says: We feel confident that no 
American grand lodge has printed, in extenso, the esoteric work; and 
if any grand lodge has a written copy, that it is securely kept under 
lock and key by its authorized guardians. That any such written (or 
printed) work, in extenso , is used, as Grand Master Evans averred, ‘for 
purposes of instruction by their grand lecturers or their deputies,’ 
surpasses our belief. The cipher ritual raises another issue. As to 
the wisdom of their issuance, opinions differ; as to the legal right of 
a grand lodge to authorize them, we fail to see any flaw in the posi- 
tion of Grand Master Staton, of Kentucky, that each jurisdiction 
has ‘the absolute right to control the manner of promulgating the 
esoteric work,’ so long as we admit the American doctrine of grand 
lodge sovereignty.” 

Possibly we are so far north of the ecliptic that the noon-day sun 
of American Masonry cannot reach us, but we are searching for light, 
and so would like Brother Coxe to explain the difference between a 
copy of the esoteric work written in extenso , one printed in extenso , and 
one in cipher. We have always been of the opinion that the O. B. defi- 
nitely covered each and all of these cases, but perhaps this clause is 
as elastic as the one referred to under Alabama. 
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California: The following - , offered by Past Grand Master Den- 
son, was adopted: 

Resolved , That the mysteries of Freemasonry have, in all ages since 
the first organization of this ancient Order, been taught by tradition 
and committed only to the faithful breast, and that all suggestions 
or propositions looking to a change will be regarded as unmasonic and 
denied consideration in this grand lodge. 

Colorado: Grand Master Roe issued the following edict to the 
heading of which we beg to call the attention of Brother Cunning- 
ham for its bearing upon the environment recognized as reflecting its 
influence upon Masonry: 


Pueblo, Colo., October 31, 1896. 

To all Free and Accepted Masons , Royal Arch Masons , and Knights Templar 

within the state of Colorado, holding allegiance to the M. W. Grand Lodge , 

A.F. and A.M.; 

To Grand Royal Arch Chapter, or 

The Grand Commandery , Knights Templar — Fraternal Greeting: 

Whereas, It has come to our knowledge that certain publishing 
houses within the United States are printing, advertising for sale, 
selling, and distributing throughout this grand jurisdiction, certain 
abbreviated forms or ‘‘keys” of a so-called “Masonic Secret Work,” 
which are wholly unauthorized and contrary to the teachings of Ma- 
sonry, of the instruction of our own grand bodies, or of the governing 
bodies outside this grand jurisdiction; and 

t 

Whereas, The publishing of such work is a direct violation of the 
ancient landmarks, usages, and customs of Freemasonry, and any Ma- 
son publishing such unauthorized and clandestine work, or causing the 
same to be published or distributed, knowingly violates his Masonic 
obligations. 

Therefore We, the undersigned, do fraternally and most urgently 
request all Masons within this grand jurisdiction to refrain from pur- 
chasing, using, or having in their possession any of the aforementioned 
“keys” furnished by the before-named publishers, or any of a similar 
character unauthorized by Masonic law; that the good name of Ma- 
sonry in Colorado may not be slandered, nor our own loyalty to our 
beloved institution be brought in question. 

Let this be read aloud to the members present at every stated 
meeting after its receipt, during the months of November and De- 
cember, 1896. 

Connecticut: The following guarded remarks of Grand Master 
Kies suggest more than a probability, as it seems to us, that he had 
in mind some sort of a recorded standard: 

It is my opinion that some action should be taken regarding our 
ritual. According to my information, the grand lodge, more than 
thirty years ago, adopted a standard work as exemplified before them 
by the then grand lecturer, our late Bro. C. S. Hatch. From time to 
time, various changes have been made in the “non-essentials.” As 
neither these nor the original work could be made a matter of author- 
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ized record, disputes are constantly arising 1 , which are only partially 
settled by a reference to the continually decreasing number of breth- 
ren who were present when the ritual was adopted. To prevent this 
confusion, I recommend the adoption of a permanent resolution pro- 
viding for the appointment of a standing committee on ritual, whose 
duty it shall be to formulate (under proper Masonic restrictions) our 
present work, and to devise means whereby an accurate knowledge of 
the same can be acquired by those who are entitled to it. Besides 
terminating dispute, I believe that such procedure would be most ef- 
fectual in putting an end to the resort, which undeniably exists on 
the part of many, to means of information which is not only unauthor- 
ized but also glaringly incorrect. 

To the above, I might add that, on many occasions during the past 
few years, different brethren have expressed to me a wish that the 
grand lodge would take some action in this matter. 

The same idea does not suggest itself in reference to the following, 
which was adopted on the report of a special committee to whom the 
subject was referred: 

Resolved, That the most worshipful grand master be required an- 
nually to appoint a standing committee of three on ritual, to whom 
alL questions regarding the ritual shall be referred, and whose decis- 
ion shall be final until reversed by the grand master or the grand 
lodge. 

Idaho: The lamented Bro. Charles C. Stevenson in his review 
of Illinois quotes with thorough accord the same paragraph of our 
report that Brother Cunningham makes the text of his dissenting 
remarks, and in reviewing Maine thus refers to Brother Drummond’s 
report: 

While he is recognized authority on Masonic law, we are com- 
pelled to differ with him occasionally, especially when he attempts 
to justify the production and use of ciphers. We agree with Brother 
Pillans, of Alabama, that our instruments received at the very door 
of Freemasonry obligated us not to do this very thing which Brother 
Drummond justifies because he is of the opinion that “there is a qual- 
if3ung clause in the law.” It is a Masonic crime to betray the lodge 
and divulge its secrets, and the brother perpetrating such a crime by 
issuing ciphers is morally as guilty, even if saved by a saving or qual- 
ifying clause, as the murderer snatched from the gallows because 
venue had not been alleged in the indictment. We do not believe in 
technicalities in Masonry, and if a Mason violates his solemn word of 
honor, as many of them are doing in this cipher business, we do not 
hesitate to state that he ought to be speedily and energetically kicked 
out. Nor should we attempt to justify our own wrong-doing by proving 
that Webb, or any one else, had done the same thing years and years 
ago. 

We sometimes become so incensed at this constant and deliberate 
violation of Masonic teachings and principles that we almost favor 
the cutting off of fraternal intercourse with those grand lodges v’lrch 
publish, use, or encourage the use of these enemies of our fraternity. 
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Iowa: Grand Master Dewey, in his annual address, prefaces a 
quotation from the grand orator of the Grand Lodge of Arkansas, 
vigorously condemnatory of cipher rituals, with some enthusiastic re- 
marks of his own, a portion of which we reproduce: 

The secret work of Masonry is one of its beauties and fascinations; 
the fact that its publication is prohibited adds a force and attraction 
that to permit it to be published would dissolve. The prohibition of 
such a publication is what, to a great degree, gives Masonry its pecu- 
liar identity, and this is one great reason why it is non-comparable with 
any other social or secret body; and no legislative act could be adopted 
that would tend to destroy all these as much as to permit the publica- 
tion of a cipher or any other character or kind of secret ritual. 

Masonry, as originally taught in its simplicity and purity, knew 
nothing of a published, written, or printed ritual, as, indeed, every 
obligation taken by the Mason earnestly prohibits such, and this grand 
lodge has gone quite far enough when it even authorized the prepara- 
tion of two or three official copies of the ritual in cipher form. 

* ******* * 

The eloquent writer then adds an earnest prayer, concluding with: 
“Hold aloft that splendid Masonic light, and let it shed its glorious 
lustre until time shall be no more. Declare in tones of thunder, write 
in letters of fire, ‘There shall not one cipher be written down!’” — to 
which your grand master exclaims, Amen! 

A special committee of this (Iowa) grand lodge appointed to 
investigate the methods of instruction used by other grand jurisdic- 
tions, made an exhaustive report in which they analyze the informa- 
tion received in answer to their inquiries from fifty-two American 
grand lodges. They roughly divide these reports into four classes: 

First — Those having no system. 

Second — Those using a cipher or key. 

Third — Those having a single grand lecturer. 

Fourth — Those having a district plan. 

Concerning which they say: 

Ranking the jurisdictions of this country in the order of number 
of members, New York is No. 1, with ninety thousand, eight hundred 
seventy-four; Arizona, No. 50, with five hundred and sixty-nine; Iowa 
stands No. 10. To the first class belong the new, unorganized, and weak 
lodges, which need not be further mentioned. To the second, the cipher 
system, adhere one high in rank and four others, all below thirty. To 
the third or grand lecturer system, but one higher than eighteen in 
rank, in all about twenty-six per cent of the lodges, representing four- 
teen per cent of the Masons of the country. To the fourth class belong 
the others, with New York, Illinois, and Pennsylvania at the head, in 
all about fifty per cent of the lodges, representing over sixty-nine per 
cent of the Masons of the country, and comprising all ranking higher 
than eighteen, with one or two exceptions. This classification, with- 
out any pre-arrangement, is significant. 
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They consider it unnecessary to discuss the first and third systems, 
but take up the other two reaching 1 the conclusion that the fourth is 
the one desirable. They say of the cipher system: 

For obvious reasons the names of the states using - it are omitted. 

As indicated before, but five jurisdictions in the country have 
adopted this plan, and but one of these is of any importance numeri- 
cally, the next largest having by its last report between seven and 
eight thousand members only. 

From the mere light of authority, then, it is hardly probable that 
Iowa w r ould adopt this plan, the percentage of its representatives to 
the whole number of Masons in this country being seven and one-half. 
Outside of the one large jurisdiction, the number of members is less 
than seventeen thousand, or about two and one-sixth per cent of the 
whole, belonging to three hundred and fifty subordinate lodges. Three 
of these report the results of the use of the key good, one praises it 
faintly, while a keen observer from the large jurisdiction writes: “Con- 
cerning this cipher key and the results which it has accomplished, the 
members of our grand lodge are seriously divided as to whether it has 
been beneficial or not.” It might also be noted that in this last state, 
although the key is placed in the hands of the master of each lodge, 
it has been found necessary to divide the state into districts, and to 
appoint a lecturer for each district to supervise the work done with 
the key and to see that the results are uniform. This was surprising, 
as many of our brethren believed that an official cipher would do away 
with all custodians and lessen expense, as each lodge would run its 
own independent, uniform existence. Another correspondent, while 
thinking the work more uniform, believes it was a mistake to place 
the key in the hands of each master. He would limit it to the lecturers. 

Your committee have been at great pains to secure light on this 
system, arid have received many valuable suggestions, not only from 
our own brethren and those jurisdictions making practical use of the 
cipher, but also other states and territories. Sifting all this testi- 
mony and theory, as well as doing considerable thinking of ourselves, 
your committee believe that the interests of Iowa Masonry will not 
be advanced by the use of the official cipher; that its adoption would 
be a step backward in the grand triumphal march of the “Sons of 
Light.” 

Our reasons are: 

First — It is contrary to Masonic usage, custom, and obligations. 
This objection may be avoided by technicality, but never by honest 
construction of engagements entered into. It maybe termed a mere 
sentimentality, but sentiment softens the hard places of life, and is 
the very soul of that ‘ Charity which extends beyond the grave.” It 
is called old fogyism, and we are referred to the progressiveness of 
certain so-called higher bodies which are said to have adopted a cipher, 
but we mistake the disposition of the members of this grand body if 
they accept the dictates of any authority save that of their own en- 
lightened reason. 

Second — If it is put in the hands of each master, it is impossible 
to keep it from profane hands. It is thought by holding the master 
strictly accountable secrecy could be maintained, yet men die, and the 
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copy is lost. The masters of the large jurisdiction above referred to 
were so held, and yet even now their official work is printed and openly 
sold by profanes as a money-maker. Again, if there is no danger, why 
use a cipher at all? Plain print is easier read. If it is lawful to print 
the secret work in cipher, it is lawful to print it at length. The very 
use of a cipher presupposes its being handled by profanes. Yet even 
then there is no safety, for the experience of ages teaches that there 
never was a cipher made by man that some other man could not unlock 
if it was to his interest, monetary or otherwise, to do so. 

Third — The work, if committed to a book, will be read in open 
lodge. This, we are informed, has actually happened in some of the 
so-called higher bodies, and while, perhaps, it might be overcome by 
stringent law, it is submitted that it is unwise to unduly extend the 
penal code. 

Fourth — It is a hindrance to good work. A most zealous brother 
of long experience once said: “Masonry would gain infinitely if every 
monitor were blotted out of existence. ” Experience teaches that if a 
master has a book he depends on it. This takes the spirit out of the 
work. To impress the noble lessons taught by the ritual they must 
become a part of the master, must be life of his life, soul of his soul, 
a part of his very being. The language must be so incorporated with 
his very self that it flows as his own thought, and not as the word of 
another. It is a notorious fact that the monitorial part of a degree 
which has always been plainly printed, yet which belongs to the degree 
just as much as the most esoteric part, is too often neglected, is run 
over in a slipshod manner, is even read and at times wholly omitted, 
the master saying: “My brother, this section of the degree is found 
in the monitor, which you can read at your leisure.” 

Trust the memory, and it will grow stronger. Trust a book, and 
the memory will trust it, too. 

Fifth — The vast weight of authority is against it. 

Your committee appreciate the fact that this argument does not 
appeal to a thinking man, but at the same time it is well to know that 
if we make this radical departure we enter a path seldom trod. Pru- 
dence should, therefore, make us hesitate until the absolute wisdom 
of the course is demonstrated, and until it becomes plain that there is 
no other well-trodden way that will lead to the same goal. 

Sixth — This departure cannot be made without serious dissension. 

Were there no other arguments against the cipher system, your 
committee believe that this alone should decide the matter. The keen 
interest taken by the brethren generally whenever this subject has 
been brought up shows that they think strongly, feel deeply, and have 
a vital interest in the matter, and rightly. This grand lodge has lately 
passed through the throes of a decision on a matter upon which the 
views were no more diverse, on which the sentiments of the brethren 
honestly held were no more antipodal than on the question under dis- 
cussion. Harmony has been restored; shall we again wrangle? Peace 
again reigns; shall we disturb it? It was necessary to take up that 
question, its decision could not be avoided. Do we want a repetition 
without first exhausting other expedients? 
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There are many more reasons that might be urged had your com- 
mittee more time and ability. These suggest themselves as the most 
important, backed as they are by the test of actual experience. 

We have elsewhere in this report quoted a paragraph on this sub- 
ject by Brother COXE, the Iowa committee, in the review of Illinois. 
Under West Virginia he says: 

We do not cite these words as an argument in favor of any par- 
ticular mode of disseminating Masonic light and knowledge, but to 
indicate that, by the confession of those best qualified to know the 
facts, the “mouth-to-ear” method is not a marked success in the Pan 
Handle; and the grand lecturer suggests no adequate remedy for the 
sorry defects. We assure Brother Atkinson that thus far no favor 
has been shown to cipher rituals in Iowa. How he can have a “vivid 
recollection” of much that was said in discussion in our grand lodge 
a few years ago we do not understand, as he was not present, and no 
discussion was ever reported. We wonder that any one who has read 
our reports with care can mistake our position on the cipher issue. 
We do not share the extreme views of those who regard any such pub- 
lication as a violation of the O.B.; we have insisted on the right of 
every grand jurisdiction to determine its own course in the matter, 
in perfect consistency with the American doctrine of grand lodge 
sovereignty; we have insisted that the question was one of expediency, 
simply and alone; but we have not put our views on record as to the 
wisdom of the authorized publication or use in Iowa of such aids to 
coriect work. We now say that we see neither good historic nor eth- 
ical grounds of opposition to an authorized cipher ritual. They have 
existed for a century or more, in England as well as in America; they 
have been authorized by English as well as American authorities: 
their use for the purpose of instruction has been defended by some of 
the most eminent of English as well as American writers and jurists. 
We regard the question as one of policy purely. Whether this is the 
best way to secure accuracy and uniformity, experience alone can de- 
termine. Other methods have proved measurable failures; we insist 
on the right of any jurisdiction to try this method if it sees fit. “If 
this be treason, make the most of it. 

Maine: Past Grand Master Drummond, reviewing the oration 
of Grand Orator Hicks, of Arkansas, quotes a paragraph therefrom, 
of which these are the concluding words: 

“Instead of administering to him the lecture with all its beau- 
ties, at a time when his mind is best prepared for favorable impres- 
sions, they would put a book into his hand and send him to his closet 
to learn his lesson like a school-boy performs his reluctant task, there 
to work out his disgust and disappointment with Masonry and all things 
Masonic.” 

Brother D. says: 

If his opinion is based upon what he says in the latter part of this 
quotation, it is not entitled to consideration, for it is well known that 
where these cipher rituals are used, they are not used by the master 
as indicated, nor by the initiate as assumed, but on the contrary to 
aid the master to do the very things which the orator claims should 
be done. The assertion that the work is not so well and so impres- 
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sively done where the use of cipher rituals is allowed, is utterly with- 
out foundation, and the reverse of this proposition is really made by 
the advocates of cipher rituals and made, practically, the strongest 
argument in favor of their use. There are the other usual arguments 
in this address, and in saying what we have said we are not advocat- 
ing the use of cipher rituals but merely calling attention to the fact, 
that in this particular instance, at any rate, the opponents of their 
use are not meeting the real reason for their use. 

Reviewing the correspondence report of Brother Stevenson, of 
Idaho, he says: 

There is one “out” in this: his assumption that the cipher is an 
innovation is erroneous: they have been made and used since Webb’s 
time and fifty years ago more in proportion than now. There is no 
doubt that the great increase of interest in “the work” which com- 
menced about thirty years ago, grew very largely out of the use of 
what were believed to be authentic ciphers, by the use of which a 
brother could devote his spare time at home to acquiring the work. 
The fact is, that our Masons began to be too busy to meet together 
at stated times and learn the work by oral instruction. The process 
was too long, too tedious and too uncertain for our modern times. If 
the cipher is an evil, the only way to correct it, is to look the matter 
squarely in the face, recognize the»facts as they are, and take meas- 
ures accordingly. 

Massachusetts: At the March (1898) quarterly the brethren were 
thus cautioned: 

The recording grand secretary stated that a circular had recently 
been very freely distributed to the officers of lodges throughout the 
state, advertising an antiquated cipher, published many years ago by 
one Redding, of New York, and now re-issued by his widow, purport- 
ing to represent the ritual of this jurisdiction. 

Our grand lecturers had repeatedly cautioned the brethren against 
this worthless, catch-penny affair, assuring them that it contained 
between seven and eight hundred variations from the true work, and 
that officers who used it were sure to be exposed by their repetition 
of these numerous errors. These cautions would seem to be sufficient 
warning against the use of such worthless attempts to aid the memory. 

Moreover, for twenty-five years past our grand masters, and the 
grand lodge itself, had repeatedly condemned such publications and 
warned the brethren against the use of them. Nothing could be more 
decided or positive to that effect than the unanimous adoption by 
the grand lodge, at the annual communication in December, 1894, of 
the following preamble and vote: 

Whereas, Certain unauthorized practices tend to corrupt the 
work and lectures of this grand lodge, and deceive the craft: and, 

Whereas, Certain printed books, purporting to be cipher keys to 
the ritual, or parts thereof, of this grand lodge, have been found in 
circulation in this jurisdiction*, it is 

Voted , That hereafter any Mason under the jurisdiction of this 
grand lodge, who shall print, or cause to be printed, any such book or 
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sheets, or buy or sell the same, or cause the same to be bought or sold, 
or who shall use or circulate the same, shall be liable to expulsion 
from the rights and privileges of Freemasonry, or to be otherwise 
punished, by vote of the grand lodge at any quarterly communication 
thereof. 

So emphatic and stringent a prohibition of these publications 
ought to be frequently brought to the attention of the Craft of our 
jurisdiction. 

From the studious avoidance of reference to anything but printed 
matter, both in the remarks of the grand secretary and in the pream- 
ble and resolution, we are warranted in believing that the official ritual 
of Massachusetts, the custody of which the grand secretary divides 
with only one other person, is, whatever its form, the work of the pen. 
In this case the precept is strong — or at all events is strongly put — but 
it would be strange if the example should not occasionally prove the 
stronger. 

Montana: Past Grand Master Cornelius Hedges reviewing 
Arkansas, says: 

Bro. John T. Hicks orated on the “deep damnation” of cipher 
rituals, and called upon the shades of Solomon, Zerubbabel, and all 
the Hirams, to rebuke this unpardonable sin that threatens Masonry 
with destruction, and immortal souls with eternal torture. After 
reading this rather hysterical discourse, we felt sorry for the brother 
and if near enough would have recommended wet bandages for the 
head and a strong dose of soothing syrup. As long as Masonry devotes 
its strength and substance to promote peace and good fellowship 
among men, and to the relief of distress among the worthy unfortu- 
nate, we have no serious apprehension that it will perish from the 
earth, either by false friends or open enemies. 

New Jersey: The Jersey reviewer, Bro. George B. Edwards^ 
looks from a different point of view: 

An oration was delivered as one of the exercises of the communi- 
cation. It is of considerable merit, and Bro. John T. Hicks should 
receive the gratitude of the fraternity for the stand he has taken 
against “the most insidious enemies of the order, those self-styled, 
‘up-to-date’ Masons who advocate the adaption of the cipher ritual.” 
The cipher departure he denounces in forceful language. The pero- 
ration is concluded in these words: “Declare in tones of thunder, write 
in letters of fire, ‘There Shall Not One Cipher be Written Down.’” 

New South Wales: The reviewer of this jurisdiction pronounces 
Brother HlCKS’ address admirable, and warmly concurs in its conclu- 
sions, but says the peroration is altogether too grandiloquent. Re- 
plying to the Alabama inquiry, made by suggestion, as to whether the 
esoteric work is given in print, he says: 

We think, from indirect evidence within our ken, not having seen 
American monitors, etc., that our own work is published on the lines 
of the “ciphers.” 
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Pennsylvania: Bro. Charles J. McClary, of the correspond- 
ence committee, reviewing - Brother Drummond'S report, reproduces 
therefrom the remarks of Past Grand Master Pillans, of Alabama, 
referring to the expulsion of two brethren by the Grand Lodge of 
Massachusetts for printing the ritual which the grand lodge itself 
preserves in the written form: 

We indeed have always thought that we were bound under no cir- 
cumstances to write out the work, lest by any accident in so doing we 
discover it to others. At least we were surely so taught at the very 
threshold of Masonry. This injunction was oftentimes reiterated in 
the several degrees we took, lest we should be guilty, even inadvert- 
ently, of this heinous offence. But now we see grand lodges authoriz- 
ing this thing. Whence is this power of a grand lodge derived? 
Is it claimed for these bodies that they have the consciences of the 
brethren within their keeping? Can they absolve the brethren? If 
so, whence their power? We are, unfortunately, perhaps, of those who 
deny such powers to grand lodges. We think these bodies should 
themselves do nothing subversive of the ancient requirements of Ma- 
sonry, while they at the same time demand this of their subordinates. 

Secrecy and circumspection was our first and fundamental instruc- 
tion, and frequently were we reminded of them, so that we came to 
esteem them, more particularly secrecy, as fundamental landmarks of 
the Order. Is secrecy not? Then who has the power to do anything 
that might by any possibility and under any circumstances, enable 
others to know any portion of the esoteric work? ‘Tt is not in the 
power of any man or body of men, to make innovations in Masonry.” 

And Brother Drummond’s reply: 

Of course we fully endorse the fundamental principles stated by 
him: but whether the preparation of a cipher comes within these 
principles is a serious question, although Brother Pillans has no doubt 
on one side and equally learned Masons are as positive on the other 
side. There is a qualifying clause in the law, which those who agree 
with Brother Pillans count as nothing, and upon which those of oppo- 
site views rely. We can come to no other conclusion than that it was 
assumed that these ciphers were not intelligible, and therefore not in 
conflict with the law, and that the qualifying phrase was put into the 
law for the very purpose of allowing the use of these ciphers. 

Brother McClary himself says: 

We have to say regarding this excuse, that the cypher was intel- 
ligible to at least one person , — him who wrote it, — and the crime of 
that act cannot be evaded. 

The vitality of Freemasonry is its mystery, which can only be con- 
served by its secrecy. Rive but a single link in the chain, and what 
is there to hold us together? 

To this the chairman of the Pennsylvania committee, Past Grand 
Master Michael Arnold adds the following: 

Concerning the cipher, it seems strange that one who has been 
obligated as a Mason can write anything of Freemasonry which is in- 
telligible to himself or any other person. But rituals are used in Eng- 
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land, simply because they cannot prevent the use of them, as the 
writer of this was told. Rituals can be purchased directly opposite 
the hall of the grand lodge from the publishers of the London Free- 
mason. This is written simply to convey the fact, without expressing 
any opinion on it. 

Tennessee: Past Grand Master George H. Morgan, reviewing 
the address of Grand Master Collins, of West Virginia, says: 

He expresses in strong terms of condemnation his disapprobation 
of 1 ‘ciphers,” and his gratification that several grand jurisdictions 
which formerly adhered to the cipher ritual have now discarded and 
condemned it. The grand lodge strongly endorsed this part of the 
address, thus again making a record against the pernicious and un- 
masonic practice of using ciphers; to which we again say, “Amen!” 

West Virginia: Grand Master Gibson goes straight to the core 
of the subject in the following vigorous words: 

The most dangerous innovation now threatening the perpetuity 
of our fraternity, is the bold violation of the O.B., under the sanc- 
tion of some of the grand lodges in their authorized use of cipher 
rituals. 

Grand Master A. M. Evan’s earnest protest a few years ago against 
such a Masonic crime was timely and has yielded good fruits in caus- 
ing the best Masonic sentiment to direct united action towards crush- 
ing the viper that was raising its head to sting to death the vitals of 
the O.B. 

I rejoice in the information that the unblushing hydra-headed 
evil has been checked, and that the temerity of its iniquitous assump- 
tions is causing it to stand still before the righteous call to halt. We 
hope that all such pernicious practices of innovations may soon be 
driven into the limbo of innocuous desuetude. 

The direction of certain grand lodges to their members to violate 
their obligations, appears to me to be a more monstrous proposition 
for wrecking the true progress and permanency of Freemasonry, than 
any anathema of the anti-Masonic fanatics. To abandon the injunc- 
tion “to keep sacred and inviolable the mysteries of the order,” is to 
remove the sanctity and binding effect of the obligations, and the 
foundations would soon be gone; ancient Masonry we so much revere 
would be no more; and in its place a new-fangled compound of mod- 
ern criticisms, other “isms,” and perversions of the beliefs and teach- 
ings of our forefathers of the Craft. The pretended excuse for the 
serious wrong to Masonry is that it is based on the claim of sovereign 
power to do as they choose in their own jurisdiction. 

I can understand claim of sovereign power to do right, for that 
accords with morality, religion, and Masonry; but the claim of right- 
ful power to do wrong is, preposterous; it is a shock to reason and to 
every principle and tenet of Freemasonry. 

It will not do to say that each state grand lodge is sovereign within 
its grand jurisdiction, and therefore cannot be held to account, or be 
subject to protest for anything it allows or may provide for. Grand 
lodges are sovereign in their own jurisdictions; but that means when 
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and provided only that they remain truly Masonic and faithful to the 
ancient usages, landmarks, and charges. That won't keep us from 
seeing through the thin veil of pretense of sovereignty supporting a 
bold perversion of our solemn obligations. If the right to be sovereign 
in its own grand jurisdiction will allow a grand lodge to disregard 
other grand lodges and change or violate the ancient usages, land- 
marks, and charges, why is it there is such protest and denouncement 
against the Grand Orient of France, and the Grand Lodge of Spain? 

We may well ask, what part of the O.B., or of the landmarks, 
usages, and charges allows the use of the cipher ritual? What au- 
thority is therefor changing the O. B. so as not to forbid the ciphers? 
If one can disregard the O.B. as to using ciphers, why could not all 
of the O. B. be disregarded and the whole system be a nullity? If you 
can change or so modify the O.B. as to justify the use of ciphers, 
why could you not change it so as to make Masons of minors and 
women? If the step is permanently taken to change the O.B. so as 
to allow ciphers, there is danger that in future years certain lodges 
might be foolishly led on to the open disregard of other points in the 
O.B. and may go to the extreme, like the Grand Orient of France, 
and overlook the God, or follow after the custom of the Grand Dieta 
of Mexico and consider not the Bible. A fraternity can no more give 
up principles, tenets, usages, charges, and landmarks, and preserve 
itself in purity, peace, and prosperity, than can an individual abandon 
truth, justice, and godliness, and yet retain character, respect, honor, 
and righteousness. If the cipher heresy gains full sway and the sacred 
obligations of a Mason are to be found on promiscuous sale among the 
odds and ends of the second hand book stores, and are to be seen scat- 
tered with the pages of cheap printing, then, alas! our fraternity 
will begin the easy descent into the abyss of oblivion. 

Wisconsin: Past Grand Master Aldro Jenks, reviewing Ver- 
mont, has the following: 

Owing to sickness in his family the grand lecturer did not attend 
this annual communication, but furnished a written report of his 
doings, from which we extract as follows: “I wrote out and furnished 
each of the deputies (D.D.G.Ms.) with a sketch of the principal points 
of the work, thereby preventing any individual misunderstanding as 
to the work, and I think they have found it of some assistance.” 

We do not desire to indulge in harsh criticism, but in all courtesy 
would still suggest that to us the above seems to imply a plain and 
palpable violation of Masonic obligations, all the more lamentable 
because indulged in by one who is put forward as a Masonic teacher. 

We now desire to recur briefly to Brother Cunningham’s dissent 
from our remarks on the etiology of the zymotic outbreak in Ohio and 
elsewhere. He sets up one or two straw men after his clever fashion, 
and hammers them quite vigorously. Where we spoke of the author- 
ized printing of rituals, he talks of the long-time use on the sly of 
written keys, and when we referred to a period “a generation ago,” 
he puts into our mouth as “thirty years ago,” and intimates that we 
are unreliable because it is over thirty years since the Conservator 
movement died out. However, we seem to have spoken definitely 
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enough for him to understand what we referred to, and doubtless our 
other readers caught on as quickly. We are quite unable to find any- 
thing in our remarks which made it necessary for him to bring forward 
the fact that the Morgan craze had died out in great measure before 
1837. What we spoke of was “the rapid extension of the so-called high 
rites since the revival of Masonry which followed the decadence of 
Morgan days.” We did not say or intimate that the rapid extension 
of the high rites began with and went on pari passu with the revival of 
Masonry; nor should we have referred to it had we thought it true, 
for it would have added nothing to the force of our remarks. He man- 
ifestly assumes that we had in mind only the Scottish Rite when we 
spoke of the high rites. We do not know how it may be in Ohio, but 
wherever we have been familiar with the facts it has never been the 
governing bodies of Craft Masonry that have led the way in authoriz- 
ing any sort of recorded ritual, written or printed in cipher or in ex- 
tenso. It has been chapters, commanderies, and governing bodies of 
the Scottish Rite. This is not simply our opinion; it is a matter of 
common knowledge, and as such we referred to it just as we would to 
any other well known fact in Masonic experience. 

Since our brother has referred to the Scottish Rite we will men- 
tion the fact that the first printed ritual we ever heard of was in the 
possession of Bro. Albert Pike and. was described to us — as to form, 
binding, etc. — by a venerable brother, then and now a member of 
Scottish Rite bodies, still living in this city. 

As to the general prevalence of printed rituals in the high rite 
bodies for a considerable period the constitution of the A. and A. rite 
for the southern jurisdiction of the United States is in evidence. We 
quote from the last correspondence report of the lamented GURNEY, 
and we presume there is no question of his quotation being correct, 
because we have several times reproduced it and no one has disputed 
it. He refers to it as “found on page 60 of that instrument, published 
in 1884, to wit: ‘Every lodge of perfection must have one copy of the 
ritual of the Blue degrees, with the secret work, and may have FOUR 
copies of that ritual.’ ” 

The above is drawn from sec. 4, art. 13. We reproduce also the 
following drawn from sec. 2 of the same article: 

“Each inspector general, active member, and each deputy of the 
supreme council, or of an inspector general, shall have issued to him 
one copy of each ritual of the degrees from one to thirty-one .” 

Also from sec. 13: 

“No body of the Rite shall be established until it has paid for, or 
made arrangements to have at once sent to it, and pay for, the books 
which bodies are required to have, that is to say: 


“Lodge of Perfection.” 
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“4 rituals of the degrees conferred by it. 

“1 ritual of the Blue Degrees for instruction. 

“1 secret work of the degrees conferred by it. 

“1 secret work of the Blue Degrees , etc. 

We have preserved the italics and small capitals because they 
show that the Supreme Council has been for many years printing not 
only the ritual of the degrees which it has superimposed upon Masonry, 
but the rituals and secret work of the degrees of Masonry itself! In 
the remarks which our brother criticises we said only that member- 
ship in the high rite bodies familiarized many Masons with the idea 
of printed rituals .” Shifting the point to something we did not say, 
“the esotery of Craft Masonry,” he correctly says that our assump- 
tion was “without proof,” and adds, “and doubtless without any foun- 
dation either in fact or legitimate inference.” After reading our 
quotation from the constitution of the Supreme Council he may be 
the judge whether he has bettered the matter by substituting his own 
ground for debate. 


MEXICAN HASONRY, 

This subject has engrossed a large measure of attention during 
the year under review, an attention which the importance of the topic 
fully warrants. The question of the recognition by regular grand 
lodges of Free and Accepted Masons of the Gran Dieta Simbolica of 
the United States of Mexico — a sort of modified general grand lodge, 
whose constituent bodies are in part grand lodges with their own con- 
stituent lodges, and other lodges immediately constituent to the gran 
dieta — is one which takes hold of fundamental principles because it 
involves the legitimacy of so-called lodges organized in contravention 
of the principles which the grand lodges called upon to recognize it 
consider absolutely essential to their own legitimacy, and the regu- 
larity of the lodges which they themselves create; and it takes on an 
interest which never before attached to the proposed recognition of 
any govering body, because of the phenomenal absence of that sin- 
cerity and plain dealing which Masonry so forcibly inculcates, and 
the substitution of duplicity and tergiversation in a manifest attempt 
on the part of some of the chief individual factors to keep as little of 
the truth as possible from coming to the surface. In order to a fair 
understanding of the action and comments we shall notice, it should 
be understood, that most American grand lodges have received no re- 
quest from the gran dieta for recognition, yet in some of these grand 
lodges a campaign for its recognition has been prosecuted by meth- 
ods heretofore unknown on this side of the Rio Grande, and in a spirit 
quite in keeping with that which has been the chief characteristic of 
the opposing factions on the other side of that river. 
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Alabama: Most Worshipful Brother Pillans, reviewing - South 
Dakota, thinks that “legitimacy of origin” is the prime inquiry for 
all grand lodges of Symbolic Masonry to make, as set forth by Past 
Grand Master Blatt, from whom he quotes as follows: 

“Legitimacy of origin seems to have been relegated to the rear 
by most grand jurisdictions and committees upon the subject. The 
sole question upon which recognition by many grand lodges hinges, is 
the violation, in practice, of important and essential landmarks of 
ancient craft Masonry. The existence of those practices in the im- 
mediate past is denied by no one, its continuance is in controversy. 
We received a very few years ago accompanying the request for rec- 
ognition, a pamphlet containing, printed in full in the Spanish lan- 
guage, the whole of the secret ritual. We have laid it up in the 
archives of the Levoy library.” 

And further, for the information of our brethren we copy: 

“We are in receipt, ‘from some unknown source,’ of the ‘Boletin 
Masonico, Organo Oficial’ of the Gran Dieta Simbolica of the United 
States of Mexico. It contains among other things, a refutation of the 
charges, which the writer of the article calls ‘scurrilous,’ by one Rich- 
ard E. Chism, at one time master of Toltec lodge. (Register of Grand 
Lodge of Missouri until lately.) 

“This man Ghism accuses the gran dieta of being dead. He ac- 
cuses it of having but three out of twenty-seven state grand lodges 
under its allegiance, with a total membership of about 200; that the 
meetings of dieta are largely meetings on paper only, etc. 

“And now comes Ermilo Y. Canton, grand secretary of the gran 
dieta and refutes in toto the ‘scurrilous’ slanders of Chism, and spreads 
the refutation unto thirty-five printed pages of the pamphlet. He says 
that there are but fourteen grand lodges in Mexico, of whom twelve 
have recognized the gran dieta. One hundred and thirty-three lodges 
recognize its authority. They are represented in the grand dieta by 
the masters, wardens, past masters, grand masters, and grand wardens. 
The grand secretary claims further that when Brother Parvin was in 
Mexico he was chaperoned by this man Chism, who, as interpreter, mis- 
interpreted some of Brother Parvin’s interviews with prominent mem- 
bers of the gran dieta. 

“Before receiving the pamphlet referred to, we were in possession 
of the Chism pamphlet. We did not read it very carefully as we do 
not lend willingly an ear to any accusation of this nature. Nor do we 
deem it necessary to believe a word contained in Chism’s statements. 
We are on the other hand only too willing to listen to the spokesman 
for the gran dieta. The more we listen, the more we read, the more 
fully we are convinced, that the conditions of Masonry in Mexico do 
not warrant recognition by any grand lodge of ancient craft Masonry 
in the world. 

“It is true, we have a few very eminent Masonic jurists against 
us, and the action of grand lodges like those of Texas, New York, and 
Kansas. We do not believe their action has been governed by senti- 
mentalism, but we do believe, that their action was premature by the 
space of considerable time, wrong in principle from the foundation up, 
and tending in a dangerous degree to undermine the corner stone upon 
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which has been builded an institution which has been for ages the glory 
of its votaries. 

“To summarize, the condition of Masonry in our sister republic is 
entirely too mixed to cause serious consideration by grand lodges for 
recognition. We hope to see better days for the Craft in Mexico and 
shall welcome their coming with fraternal joy.” 

In closing his report Brother Pillans records his concurrence in 
the opinion that the true and safe policy is to withhold recognition 
in all cases until all doubts have been cleared up. 

Arizona: Grand Master Nichols thus disposes of all question of 
doubt as to the supremacy of the landmarks: 

My attention having been called to the fact that the “Gran Dieta 
Simbolica” of Mexico is now ruling the first three degrees strictly in 
conformity with the “landmarks” of the Order, and said grand body 
having been duly recognized by several of our sister grand jurisdic- 
tions, and said grand body being desirous of entering into fraternal 
relations with this grand jurisdiction, I recommend that this grand 
lodge recognize the “Gran Dieta Simbolica” of Mexico and extend to 
that body its right hand of fellowship. 

Upon this recommendation and upon the following report by Past 
Grand Master Morris Goldwater, the gran dieta was recognized: 

In the matter of recognition of the “Gran Dieta Simbolica de los 
Estados Unidos Mexicanos,” your committee has carefully examined 
all the papers and evidence that it could obtain relative to Masonic 
matters in our sister Republic of Mexico, and believe that it is our 
duty to encourage those who are trying to promote the tenets of our 
profession. Your committee finds that the Grand Lodges of Iowa, 
Texas, Kansas. New York, Montana, and North Dakota have already 
recognized this grand body. It does not seem necessary for this com- 
mittee to give all the reasons, nor to reprint the evidence on which 
its action is based. It presents the following resolutions and moves 
their adoption: 

Resolved , That the Grand Lodge of Arizona hereby recognizes the 
Gran Dieta Simbolica de los Estados Unidos Mexicanos as a regular 
grand lodge, duly constituted, and having jurisdiction of Mexican ter- 
ritory not legally occupied by any other grand lodge. We welcome her 
into the sisterhood of grand lodges with which we are in fraternal 
communication, and will be pleased to exchange grand representa- 
tives, in the hope that by so doing the brethren of each jurisdiction 
will derive pleasure and profit thereby. 

Arkansas: The following, by Bro. A. B. Grace, of the committee 
on correspondence, was adopted: 

We have made a careful examination of the evidence relating to 
the subject of the Gran Dieta Simbolica of Mexico, and we are of opin- 
ion that the said gran dieta is the regular sovereign grand Masonic 
body of that jurisdiction, exercising jurisdiction over the three degrees 
of Ancient Craft Masonry. That said grand body and its subordinate 
lodges are conforming to the landmarks of the Ancient York Rite, and 
working in harmony with the usages of that rite as practiced in this 
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jurisdiction. That said dieta has been recognized by the Grand Lodges 
of Texas, New York, Iowa, Kansas, California, New Hampshire, and 
other states, and we believe that it is entitled to fraternal recognition 
at the hands of this grand body, and that the interests of Masonry 
would thereby be promoted. 

We here present and recommend the adoption of the following 
resolution, presented by Bro. P. M. Smith, and referred to this com- 
mittee, to-wit: 

“ Besolved , That the Grand Lodge of Arkansas recognizes the Gran 
Dieta Simbolica of Mexico as an independent sovereign grand Masonic 
body, exercising sole jurisdiction over the three degrees of Ancient 
Craft Masonry in Mexico, and will exchange fraternal courtesies there- 
with; and further, that all Masons in Mexico hailing from lodges or 
grand lodges not affiliated with the Gran Dieta Simbolica be denied ad- 
mission to our lodges.” 

California: Past Grand Master Davies, chairman of the com- 
mittee on correspondence, reviewing Kansas and referring to Brother 
Miller’s paper on this subject, says: 

Having studied the situation thoroughly and with exceptionally 
good facilities for verifying reported conditions, we are prepared to 
give his opinion due consideration. We note with interest the rising 
temperature in the correspondence of Brothers Miller and Robbins, 
believing that it will produce good results. We have no doubt about 
the future of Mexican Masonry. Manifest destiny will place it where 
it belongs, under the guardianship of the Freemasonry of America. 
The subject is a prolific one, but as Bro. J. H. Drummond has placed 
on record what is practically an exhaustive review of the question, 
we are content to give our brethren in California his views upon this 
important matter. 

Under Montana Brother Davies congratulated Brother Hedges 
on doing the right thing at the right time in securing the recognition 
of the gran dieta, and says: “We will all follow in the near future.” 

We incline to the opinion that our brother takes a more jaunty 
and halcyon view of the situation than the present aspect of the facts 
will warrant. 

(Colorado: To the question, “Can we affiliate a brother who has 
taken the degrees in Masonry in a Scottish Rite lodge in Mexico?” — 
Grand Master Roe replies: 

After giving the matter careful consideration, I replied: 

“In the first place, we have not been asked officially to recognize 
that grand jurisdiction, and, of course, until we are, it would seem 
premature to force recognition upon them. Again, I believe in the 
theory that if we have a bad law, or no law at all, to enforce the law 
as we find it, to the end that the bad law may be amended or abol- 
ished, or a statute formulated to suit the occasion. There is no ques- 
tion in my mind but that the Scottish Rite Masonry is the lawfully 
constituted authority in Mexico, and that their action is entirely 
legitimate; yet, until such time as reciprocal relations are clearly 
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established between that grand jurisdiction and ourselves, I most cer- 
tainly think that we should withhold Masonic intercourse of every 
nature, and, therefore, feel justified in making the following decision: 

“No. 3. No lodge shall affiliate or admit as a visitor, a Mason 
hailing from and made in any lodge chartered by the Grand Dieta of 
Mexico.” 

The grand lodge adopted the report of the jurisprudence commit- 
tee that “all decisions reported are in accordance with Masonic law 
and usage , and we recommend that they be approved.” The italics, 
ours, are for Brother Drummond’s eye. Past Grand Master Green- 
leaf, reviewing Iowa, notes the remark of Brother COXE, that “just 
why Brother Greenleaf should use the phrase ‘women Masons’ we 
are at a loss to understand,” and his further remark that “ according 
to the standard of the gran dieta , they were as regularly made as any Masons 
who have been made in any lodge chartered by that body, so far as any evi- 
dence yet adduced shows,” thus replies: 

The “why” is “thusly. ” We were first informed that these “wo- 
men lodges” were different from regular Masonic Lodges, being simi- 
lar to Eastern Star Chapters in the United States. Then it was 
asserted that they received the degrees of the Lodge of Perfection, 
Scottish Rite, from fourth to fourteenth. One false statement fol- 
lowed another until the whole truth came out. Brother Coxe has 
reasoned strongly and, as we think, correctly in regard to this grand 
dieta complication. Prom his own standpoint, never having con- 
ceded the regularity of the grand dieta, those made Masons under 
its authority are “so-called” until regularized, be they men or women. 
His own grand lodge, in the face of his recommendation to the con- 
trary, having formally recognized the grand dieta, his remarks be- 
come applicable so far as that jurisdiction is concerned. Colorado 
and other grand lodges may properly make use of the phrase “so- 
called” until they are estoppped by their own action. That it will 
not be precipitate, in the light of new information, may be readily 
inferred. 

Under Louisiana he draws upon the report of Past Grand Master 
Fellows for matter which includes the statement that the gran 
dieta had never asked Louisiana for recognition, and for matter 
which we quoted last year, but which for other reasons than the suf- 
ficient one that we shall have occasion to refer it hereafter in a con- 
nection which requires it to be before the reader’s eye, we shall 
reproduce in this paper. 

Under West Virginia Brother GREENLEAF notes the reproduction 
of his remarks on Mexican Masonry by Brother ATKINSON, and says: 

He thinks we go a step too far in our recommendation. So do we, 
after fuller consideration, and learning of the double-dealing and mis- 
representation practiced upon ourselves and others. 

But he is not satisfied with confession: he condemns himself to 
penance, and therefore in conclusion offers the following: 
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O GRAND DIETA! 

O Grand Dieta! faction, strife, 

Seem part and parcel of thy life. 

What Masonry is this of thine, 

Where hallowed lights have ceased to shine! 

Our landmarks under foot you’ve trod, 

Prom altar banished Book of God, 

With women you our treasures share, 

As though hut “trifles light as air!” 

When thundered forth the Craft’s protest, 

You first denied, then half confessed. 

Till cornered quite and hedged about, 

The awful— awful truth came out— 

O Grand Dieta! 

O Grand Dieta! so you swear 
To act hereafter on the square. 

Undo your wrong so far as able, 

Eat humble pie at wisdom’s table! 

We fain would hope that such might be, 

For never puzzle such as thee! 

The grave mistake of Parvin’s life, 

Was meddling in this Mexic strife, 

While Doctor Parsons’ bitter pills 
But aggravated Chism’s chills! 

Their three initials: P. P. C., 

Leave-taking hint ’twixt thee and me— 

O Grand Dieta! 

Connecticut: Past Grand Master Barlow, the correspondence 
committee, rises from the perusal of the “ Boletin Masonico ,” edited 
by the elusive Canton, sometimes grand secretary of the gran dieta, 
sometimes grand master of the Grand Lodge Valle de Mexico, hus- 
band of one and son-in-law of another of the woman office-bearers of 
that grand constituent of the Gran Dieta at the time when he was 
profoundly ignorant of the existence of woman lodges in Mexico, ex- 
cept something akin to the Eastern Star in this country, — rises from 
the perusal of this “ boletin ” with no doubt that the so-called gran 
dieta has the greatest claim to recognition among American grand 
lodges. By the time he reaches the endcof his report, however, he 
seems to have modified his opinion, and says: 

We have alluded to this subject under its proper head, and have 
no doubt that its former violations of the landmarks of Freemasonry 
are now strictly prohibited; but that it is the sole governing power 
of Masonry in that republic is not so clear, and we cannot advise its 
immediate recognition by our grand lodge. 

Delaware: Past Deputy Grand Master Jackson, for the corre- 
spondence committee, says the difficulties in the way of recognition 
are too great, and that it is difficult to see how they can be overcome, 
unless some method of regeneration can be devised. Continuing, he 
says: 

Masons have been professedly made on the book of constitutions 
instead of the Holy Bible, the Great Light of Masonry: women have 
been initiated and made members of lodges: and not only so, but char- 
ters granted to organize women’s lodges, ruled and governed by women , 
for the conferring of the degrees of Masonry. These facts are ad- 
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mitted by one, at least, of the greatest champions of Mexican Masonry, 
and we believe them undeniable. 

It is asserted that the Gran Dieta of Mexico has since professed 
to exclude the women from its lodges, and to annul the charters of all 
female lodges, but the mischief is done, it can never be repaired. The 
Masonry imparted can never be recalled. 

Our conclusions on this whole subject are that the so-called Mexi- 
can Lodges are irregular and unlawful, not only because of their origin 
from Supreme Councils of the A. and A.S.R., but also because of the 
absence of the Holy Bible, the Great Light of Masonry, and the sub- 
stitution of the book of constitutions, which is not the Sacred Book of 
the Law of any race or nation. For if “A lawful lodge is constituted 
by a certain number of brethren, duly assembled, having the Holy 
Bible, etc.,” does not its absence or disuse render such an assembly 
unlawful? 

All the lodges now existing in Mexico are derived from the Supreme 
Council of the A.andA.S.R., and should not be recognized as a lawful 
basis for a legitimate grand lodge. 

The grand dieta, as in fact a grand lodge over grand lodges, is a 
body entirely unrecognized by the ancient constitutions of Free Ma- 
sonry, and foreign to all the precedents of the institution. 

For these reasons we deem the grand dieta and the Masonry of 
Mexico entirely unworthy of recognition by legitimate grand lodges, 
being utterly false to the traditions of ancient craft Masonry. 

District of Columbia: The venerable Grand Secretary Single- 
ton discusses this subject in his review of Iowa. It will be seen that 
he has at last personally arrived at the conclusion reached by New 
York'duringjthe administration of Grand Master Anthony when that 
grand lodge severed its relations with all the grand orients: 

Personally, we have come to the conclusion, at last, that in the 
recognition of Masonic bodies with which a grand lodge wishes to en- 
ter into fraternal official relations by exchange of grand representa- 
tives, there should be such equality in the constitution of these bodies 
that a visitor from either to the other may be admitted to all the 
rights and privileges of a member thereof. 

It is true that years since, when our lamented brother, Grand 
Master Benjamin B. French, re-introduced the grand representative 
system into our grand lodge, several grand orients were invited to fra- 
ternal intercourse and official relations with us by exchange of grand 
representatives; and we have continued such relations up to the pres- 
ent time with those bodies on our list of grand representatives. We, 
however, have not found that it has by any means proved of any spe- 
cial advantage to either party — experto crede (believe one who has ex- 
perience to justify his opinions). 

Should a member, or even one of our grand or past grand officers, 
visit a grand orient in session, unless the visitor be so fortunate as to 
have received the degrees of A. A.S.R., he could not be present in said 
grand orient except in the “symbolic degrees,” and he must be a thirty- 
third degree Mason to enjoy all the privileges of the body. 
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Within recent years (about fourteen) the Masons of Mexico and 
Peru, by the advice of Bro. Albert Pike, separated the “symbolic de- 
grees,” so called, to distinguish the lodges of the first three degrees 
from the Scottish Rite degrees of the supreme councils and orients, 
and these lodges united and organized grand lodges and were in accord 
with the system of all the English-speaking peoples. The Grand Lodge 
of the District of Columbia at once recognized all the grand lodges in 
Mexico, viz., Federal District, Hidalgo, Jacob de Molay, Jalisco, Lower 
California, Morelas, Oaxaca, Vera Cruz, Vincente Guerrero. The pres- 
ent writer is the grand representative of all these except Oaxaca, 
whose representative, Bro. Past Grand Master Thomas P. Chiffelle, is 
deceased. 

We do not know, officially, how many of the above have united 
with the “gran dieta” as we have not received a single communica- 
tion from any one of these grand lodges for many years. We have 
continued their names upon our list of grand representatives in our 
annual proceedings and that is all we know of them. 

********* 

We were in full accord with both Brother Pike and Brother French 
in their ideas of the universality of Masonry and a proper recognition 
of all the regular bodies of all the rites scattered over “both hemis- 
pheres,” and we have by no means changed our views in that respect. 
Nevertheless, we have many reasons, from experience, to doubt the 
expediency of a grand lodge entering into official relations with any 
other body of Masons differing so essentially in many very important 
particulars as do the grand orients from us. When we, as a grand 
lodge, acknowledged and recognized the grand lodges in the United 
States of Mexico as bodies of Master Masons of an independent char- 
acter, equal in all respects to our own grand lodge, there was no ex- 
pectation that they would subsequently enter into a connection such 
as the gran dieta, consequently, such of these grand lodges as have 
become members of the gran dieta, should be erased from our list of 
correspondents, if we can oust those which are thus circumstanced. 

It has been the settled principle with nearly all of the grand lodges 
in the United States that they will remain as independent bodies, and 
have several times refused to enter into a league or union by any other 
name, whereby a general grand body of all the grand lodges should 
become the supreme governing body of the rite. How then can any 
one of such grand lodges recognize and enter into official relations 
with the Gran Dieta of Mexico, which accomplishes the very purpose 
for that country which they declined doing in our own? 

Oh, consistency* thou art a jewel! 

The Grand Lodge of the District of Columbia is another of the 
grand lodges to whom the gran dieta has never applied for recogni- 
tion. Brother Singleton says: “We shall cross that bridge when 
we get to it.” 

Georgia: The grand lodge adopted the following: 

Resolved , That the most worshipful grand master of this grand 
lodge be instructed to make careful investigation concerning Masonry 
in the Republic of Mexico, and should he find a grand lodge there in 
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strict accord with this grand lodge, that he notify the Grand Lodge 
of Mexico, so in accord with us, that we will fraternize with it, and 
that the grand master afterwards notify each of the lodges of this 
grand jurisdiction of his action in the premises. 

This seems to put all of the rival grand lodges in Mexico on an 
equal footing as aspirants for Georgia’s favor — if they can come up 
to the proper stature. 

Brother Ramsay, the committee on correspondence, has read 
Brother Parvin’s paper on the subject of Mexican Masonry, and is 
now ready to recognize the gran dieta. He explains: 

During the first term of the administration of Grand Master John 
S. Davidson we made full investigation, and reported adverse to rec- 
ognition, not because the lodges of Mexico were instituted by the A. 
and A. Scottish Rite, because very many of the jurisdictions we rec- 
ognize owe their existence to the same origin, but because changes 
were made that women were admitted to membership and held office; 
lodges of women were constituted; the Bible was excluded from the 
altars, and general irregularities. 

Brother Parvin, of Iowa, has made personal investigation, and 
while he admits that such charges were true, they have been cor- 
rected, and that now Masonry in that jurisdiction is purged, women 
are forbidden membership, lodges of women are ignored, the Bible 
has been restored to the altars, and the practice is regular. In view 
of the intimate relations existing between our sister republic and our- 
selves, and in view of the fact that after careful investigation the 
grand jurisdictions of a large number of our states, including New 
York, California, Texas, Kansas, and Iowa, and others, have extended 
fraternal recognition, we see nothing to debar our own jurisdiction 
from extending the same courtesy. Recognition is not endorsement; it 
is only an expression of fraternal regard. 

We have looked over the list of bodies with which the Grand 
Lodge of Georgia has established fraternal relations; it discloses only 
three that we recognize as being possibly of Scottish Rite origin. 
Brother Ramsay acknowledges that of Brother Parvin’s ten convinc- 
ing reasons why the gran dieta should be recognized, the chief one is 
that except the ‘‘Supreme Council of Scotland” it is the only supreme 
and sovereign grand body of Masons in Mexico. This would indicate 
that he still supposes that the so-called Scottish Rite and its bodies 
are of Scotch origin. The “Scottish” rite is no bantling of Scotch 
Masonry. 

Idaho: The grand lodge adopted the following report on Mexico, 
submitted by the committee on correspondence: 

* * * * * * * * * 

Your committee are of the opinion that the question is not so 
much one of the legality of their origin as to whether they are true 
Masons at heart and can value and comprehend the great principles 
of Freemasonry. We must arrive at a decision only by an inspection 


MASONIC CORRESPONDENCE. 


79 


of their acts. It is acknowledged by the Mexicans, and admitted by 
all their supporters in this country, that the Mexican lodges did dis- 
card the Holy Bible from their lodges and substituted on the altars 
the Book of Constitutions. In our opinion, any body that refuses to 
recognize the Holy Bible as “the rule and guide of our faith” and 
supplants it on the altar with some other book is not, and cannot be, 
properly called a Masonic lodge. 

Again, it is equally as clearly demonstrated and admitted that 
the lodges in Mexico made Masons of and admitted into their lodges 
women, contrary to the doctrines of Masonry. Women lodges have 
been chartered there and still exist. Masons from this side of the 
line on visiting Mexican lodges were astounded to find women sitting 
in the lodge. Taking these two things into consideration, we are of 
the opinion that the Mexicans have a very poor idea of Masonry. It 
is true that lately the Holy Bible has been placed on the altar side by 
side with the Book of Constitutions, out of deference to American 
demands, and the lodges have been forbidden to make any more women 
Masons. While we are pleased to see this reformation, it strikes us 
that it is a little sudden, and that a season of probation will have a 
beneficial effect on our neighbors to the south. We therefore recom- 
mend that the Grand Lodge of Idaho have nothing to do with Mexican 
Masonry for the present. As it stands now, Masonry there is made a 
gathering place for all politicians who are opposed to the dominant 
religious organization there, and we do not feel like being in any 
respect a party to their numerous political feuds. 

The author of the above report, Brother Stevenson, in his an- 
nual review says, under Iowa: 

Brother Parvin during the year made a trip down to Mexico, and 
as a result of his investigations of the gran dieta submits a report of 
eight pages. He gives many reasons for recognition, quotes many 
authorities, and admits that women have been admitted and that the 
Holy Bible has been discarded, but excuses himself because the gran 
dieta has restored the Book of the Law, shut the door in the women’s 
faces, and promised never to be naughty any more. But does this 
constitute all that is necessary to remove this dark blot on Masonry 
in America? In our opinion the gran dieta, and all other dietas down 
there, ought to wait awhile, until they at least can tell the difference 
between Scotch Rite and true symbolic Masonry. 

Indiana: Past Grand Master Ruckle submitted the following 
special report of the committee on correspondence and it was con- 
curred in by the grand lodge: 

Your committee on correspondence fraternally report that there 
has been referred to it a circular letter from Master Masons of Mon- 
terey, Mexico, looking to recognition of Mexican Masonry by the 
grand lodges of the United States. The circular or letter does not 
emanate officially from any body claiming to be Masonic, but from a 
meeting of Master Masons, and is accompanied by no information in 
regard to the status of the fraternity in that portion of Mexico. 

While your committee has the sincerest sympathy with the efforts 
of American Masons in Mexico to establish Freemasonry on such ba- 
sis as will secure its recognition by the grand lodges of the United 
States, this letter furnishes no information that will assist this grand 
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lodge in arriving at a safe and just conclusion, and therefore recom- 
mend that no action be taken upon said communication. 

Indian Territory: The grand lodge concurred in the following 
reported by the committee on correspondence, Past Grand Master 
Murrow: 

The recognition of the Gran Dieta of Mexico is about the livest 
topic among the western grand lodges. That illustrious and worthy 
Mason, Bro. T. S. Parvin, of Iowa, is the champion of the Mexican 
grand lodge. Your correspondent confesses that his reading on this 
subject has not been sufficiently careful to justify a conclusion in his 
own mind as to the merits of the case. The impression made by such 
reading as has been given incline your committee to the opinion that 
the Gran Dieta of Mexico is the most legitimate and reliable body of 
ancient craft Masonry in our sister republic. Your committee, how- 
ever, is not prepared to recommend recognition at this time. 

Iowa: The following remarks of Brother Coxe under Arkansas 
seem to show that not only was the example of Iowa infectious as to • 
the prime fact of recognizing the gran dieta, but that the methods 
by which it was brought about also had the zymotic quality: 

The gran dieta was recognized by “the adoption of the following 
resolution, presented by Bro. P. M. Smith, and referred to this com- 
mittee” (i. e., on correspondence). We fail to find any record of a 
resolution introduced b}^ Brother Smith or any one else on the gran 
dieta; we fail to find any record of reference of the subject to the 
committee on correspondence; but singularly we do find a resolution, 
said to have been thus presented and referred, which is identical, 
ipsissimis verbis , with the resolution adopted by the Grand Lodge of 
Iowa m June preceding. 

In his review of California Brother Coxe thus sketches the Iowa 
Dromio: % 

He quotes from Grand Master Ball on the gran dieta, and says 
that his “recommendation was approved by the committee on the ad- 
dress of the grand master, who reported as follows.” quoting then the 
resolution of recognition. It is singular how tangled are the threads 
of that record. The committee on grand master’s address recom- 
mended the reference of the question of the recognition of the gran 
dieta “to the Committee on Jurisprudence , to determine whether recogni- 
tion of said Gran Dieta Symbolica is at this time feasible,” and their 
report was adopted. In the minutes of the second day, morning ses- 
sion, appears the record: “In accordance with the order of yesterday, 
the grand master announced the following special committees: 

“Mexican Masonry.— Ms.tt. Parrott (105); J. N. McClenahan (63), 
past grand master; A. C. Dailey, (108).” 

And it was this special committee (which, so far as the record shows, 
the grand lodge did not order) which made the report quoted by 
Brother Davies; while the committee on jurisprudence, to whom the 
subject was referred, made no report. 

In his conclusion Brother Coxe says: 

In closing our report last year we renewed our dissent as to the 
wisdom of recognizing the gran dieta, as we did also when the report 
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on that subject was presented to the grand lodge by the special com- 
mittee. For reasons which were conclusive to our mind we refrained 
from setting forth in detail the ground of our reluctance to advise or 
consent to the proposed action, which we deemed premature, and 
hence unwise. Suffice it now to say that the chief of those reasons was 
the obligation of courtesy which we then deemed to be due, and which 
induced us to withhold much that was quite fully prepared for publi- 
cation. That courtesy was not appreciated — at least it was not re- 
ciprocated; and when, without the slightest previous intimation to 
us of the intention, the subject of recognition was presented to the 
grand lodge, there was no adequate opportunity for a fair and candid 
presentation of the reasons for delay. We therefore deem it but just 
to our brethren — to say nothing of ourself— that the considerations 
which influenced our judgment in urging the policy of prudent and 
cautious delay should be presented. 

Passing the inaccuracies of record and of action in our own grand 
lodge, to which we have elsewhere referred (under California); and 
also passing the questions of the regularity and the legitimacy^ of 
some of the Mexican lodges, concerning which not all intelligent in- 
vestigators are agreed; and further passing the fact that there is no 
evidence of record of the healing by any competent authority of 
irregularly made Masons within the jurisdiction of any of the grand 
lodges which composed the gran dieta, the gran dieta itself violated 
universal Masonic law and usage in several particulars: 

It made women Masons, and chartered women’s lodges. When this 
charge was first made it was persistently denied; it was declared that 
the so-called women’s lodges were not in any sense Masonic, but were 
similar to the chapters of the Eastern Star in the United States; and 
not until confronted with the most absolute and unquestioned proof 
did denial give place to admission. Among those thus persistently 
denying was the grand secretary of the gran dieta, who himself in- 
stituted the first women’s lodge under the authority of that body. 
Four stages have marked this woman Masons business under the aus- 
pices of this “gran” body, viz.: Denial, admission, apology, repudia- 
tion. By decree the charters have been revoked, and the admission 
of women to Masonic lodges forbidden, it is said; and this is adduced 
as sufficient evidence of “reform” to warrant extending the hand in 
recognition. We do not so regard it. The Masonic rights of the “so- 
called” women Masons may be denied and repudiated, but the Masonic 
knowledge imparted can never be recalled; and with the repudiation 
of their rights they may feel at perfect liberty to repudiate all obli- 
gations which they (unlawfully) assumed. Then the duplicity and 
shameless mendacity which have marked this matter thus far do not 
go to strengthen one’s confidence in the integrity of the promises of 
amendment which are now so profusely forthcoming when the prize 
of recognition is at stake. 

Further, the Bible was excluded from the altars of Mexican lodges. 
True, it is said, that this was not by decree; that there was no formal 
exclusion; that any lodge was at liberty to have the Bible on the altar: 
but the fact was that the Bible was not there; to this the testimony 
of nearly all American visitors is in evidence — the Bible was not in 
sight and the Book of Constitutions was upon the altars. It is now said 
that by decree the Bible has been placed on the altars; but. if we are 
rightly informed, that statement is but a part of the truth: the de- 
-f 
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cree does not give to the Bible its place of supremacy, but places it 
with the Book of Constitutions on the altar, thus by fair and logical infer- 
ence assigning it to no more authority than attaches to the latter 
volume. 

Still further, the gran dieta has violated universal Masonic law 
and obligation by publishing in full the ritual of the three degrees, 
and sent it forthwith official sanction. The Grand Lodge of Iowa has 
spoken in no uncertain tones in condemnation of the sale and use of 
cipher rituals, which are unintelligible to the profane, and has pro- 
nounced such sale and use a Masonic offense; is it any wonder that we 
hesitated and advised delay in the recognition of a grand body which 
is openly and confessedly guilty of much more flagrant offense than 
that for which we propose to discipline our own members? 

It has been said that the gran dieta is organized upon the plan of 
American Masonry, and ‘-the national bodies in this country govern- 
ing Royal Arch and Templar Masonry” are referred to for the paral- 
lel. The statement and the reference are alike unfortunate. In 
discussing the status and claims of the gran dieta we are dealing with 
Symbolic Masonry only. The organization of the gran dieta does 
parallel that of the grand chapter of Royal Arch Masons, but it has 
no parallel in Symbolic Masonry. It is in fact a grand lodge govern- 
ing grand lodges — a supreme grand lodge; a.nd American Masonry has 
persistently and consistently refused to consent to the formation of 
any such body. When the proposition was before our own grand lodge 
to endorse the projected World’s Masonic Congress at Chicago and ap- 
point delegates thereto, the approval was given with the proviso that 
no sanction be given to “any legislative or advisory authority over 
the separate grand lodge jurisdictions.” With this record before us, 
could we consistently advise endorsement of what had been so uni- 
formly disapproved? 

We have been repeatedly told that we rely too confidingly upon 
the testimony of an incompetent and mendacious witness, upon whose 
word no reliance should be placed. The personal integrity and char- 
acter of Robert E. Chism have been assailed, and his trustworthiness 
as a witness challenged in such courteous terms as ‘'liar,” “expelled 
Mason,” “Chismatic,” etc. This fact, however, has been conveniently 
ignored, viz.: that the bulk of his testimony in regard to the irregu- 
larities and unlawful practices of the gran dieta was given to the 
world before the date of his alleged expulsion; that he was the first 
thus to arraign that body; and that not an essential feature of that 
testimony, at first so persistently denied west of the Rio Grande, has 
been invalidated, but has been largely corroborated by some of those 
now most active in assailing him. That his earlier statements as to 
the situation were thus accurate and reliable does not tend to weaken 
confidence in his later testimony. Some of his statements may be in- 
accurate; he may have been influenced by prejudice and have given 
testimony which was colored by personal antagonisms, but if so he is 
not alone in such ex parte statements. 

The charges of insincerity and duplicity — not to sa} T mendacity — 
which have been so freely made against Chism might, with no less 
justice, be made against his chief accusers in Mexico, Dr. A. W. Par- 
sons and Emilio G. Canton, and the proof would not be far to seek. 
As a matter of fact, the personal element has entered quite too 
largely into the discussion of this matter to permit the disclosure of 
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the whole truth. Brother Parvin stated, in his paper on Mexican 
Masonry last year* that the gran dieta had “proved its sincerity” and 
“made its honesty and consistency more apparent by promptly deal- 
ing with the opposition to this ‘new departure’ by expelling the lodges 
(grand and subordinate) and the obnoxious Masons (grand officers and 
brethren of the lodges) who have refused to conform to and obey the 
new statutes.” In the proceedings of the Grand Lodge of New Hamp- 
shire for 1897, we find a report from the committee on jurisprudence, 
which was presented by Bro. Joseph W. Fellows — a name which in that 
jurisdiction carries some weight of authority — in which this gran 
dieta business is elaborately discussed. Attention is called to the 
“decree” of 1895, and to the revolt of “certain ‘grand lodges’ of differ- 
ent states,” and then follows this language: 

“That the supreme body did not see fit to assert its authority over 
those revolting ‘grand lodges,’ but tacitly consented to their with- 
drawal.” 

And the Grand Lodge of Chihuahua is named as one of those 
withdrawing — not expelled — grand lodges. The two statements are in- 
compatible; the writers are alike eminent and candid; there is the 
difference of less than thirty days in the presentation of their state- 
ments to their respective grand lodges; is the truth so plain that “the 
wayfaring men, though fools, shall not err.” 

There are other issues involved, but we refrain from prolonging 
the discussion. We could easily match Brother Parvin’s ten reasons 
for recognition with ten cogent reasons for non-recognition; and we 
could readily enlarge the list of authorities cited by him, all of which 
are tolerably familiar to us, by citing eminent names from both sides 
of the Atlantic in support of our views; but we will not tax either 
time or space further. The subject is not agreeable to us; we have 
no taste for controversy; we dismiss the issue so far as we are con- 
cerned, confident that time will vindicate our position and confirm 
the wisdom of our repeated admonitions to caution and reserve. 

Kentucky: Past Grand Master Clarke, although not prepared 
to discuss the Mexican question, agrees with Brother Coxe, of Iowa, 
that it is well to make haste slowly, copies as a timely warning, wisely 
put, our introductory remarks concerning the propagandists of the 
recognition movement in this country, and commenting on the hope 
expressed by Grand Master Locke, of Manitoba, that French Masonry 
might yet be redeemed from atheism, says: 

Surely if the wrongs of Mexican Masons can be forgiven if not 
condoned, those of France, which are less, might also be, and, in our 
opinion, the suggestions of Grand Master Locke are worthy of con- 
sideration, and, we believe, of adoption. 

Michigan: Grand Secretary Conover, reviewing Iowa, says of 
the action of that grand lodge, recognizing the Mexican hybrid: 

From this writer’s point of view, this action appears to be hasty 
and perhaps ill-advised. The reports from our sister republic across 
the Rio Grande are not of such a character as seem to justify the rec- 
ognition of any of the grand bodies in that republic. When these 
bodies quit quarreling among themselves and calling each other liars, 
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thieves, robbers, etc., it will be time for American grand bodies to 
seriously consider the question of recognizing and extending fellow- 
ship to any one of them. The Grand Lodge of Iowa, however, through 
the influence of its grand secretary, who is commonly supposed to be 
the grand lodge, saw fit to give recognition to this Mexican body. 

Minnesota: Bro. Irving Todd, reviewing Georgia, notes the re- 
mark of Brother Ramsay (after reading Brother Parvin’s letter) 
that he is now ready to recognize the gran dieta, discloses a just ap- 
preciation of the Iowa end of the situation, saying: 

If Brother Ramsay intends keeping in line with Brother Parvin 
upon this or any other question he will have to step around right 
lively. 

And noting the opinion of Brother Wait, of New Hampshire, that 
the corruptions of Mexican Masonry, if eliminated, are not held as a 
perpetual bar to recognition, tersely inquires: “If they are not so 
eliminated, then what?” 

Reviewing Iowa and referring to Brother Parvin’s second paper 
on the subject, he says: 

Brother Parvin doth protest altogether too much; the argument 
would be more convincing were it less diffuse and rambling. He also 
states as a positive fact that the making of women as Masons has 
been prohibited, the charters granted to women lodges revoked, the 
women Masons denied the right of visitation, and the Great Light re- 
quired upon all lodge altars. This legislation was enacted in August, 
1895, but whether it has or ever can be practically enforced is some- 
what problematical. Masonry in Mexico is still in a chaotic state, 
owing to the peculiar conditions of the people, their customs and sur- 
roundings. Revolt against established authority is instilled at the 
mother’s breast; it may be subdued, but not wholly eradicated from 
the present generation at least. A strong arm and determined will 
is necessary at the head of the institution, that of another Diaz, with 
time and attention not engrossed by national affairs. Yet it must be 
conceded that Masonry has done and is doing a great work in our sis- 
ter republic, and the brethren should be encouraged rather than hin- 
dered by outside interference in their domestic relations. 

We too made our second trip to Mexico in February last; visited 
Toltec lodge No. 214, was present at the conferring of the third degree 
upon two candidates, broke bread at its table, and was most cordially 
and fraternally welcomed; formed the acquaintance of Bro. A. W. 
Parsons, master of the lodge and a former resident of Brainerd, in 
this state, of Bro. W. J. De Gress, its first master, and other brethren 
whose names are not now recalled. It was our purpose to learn all 
that was possible of the situation during a somewhat limited stay in 
the city. None of the Mexican lodges had a regular meeting while 
we were there, a great disappointment. The brethren were quite re- 
ticent in discussing leading questions, their answers not being as satis- 
factory as expected or desired. They claimed that the women lodges 
were similar to our Eastern Star chapters; that women had been made 
Masons only in irregular or clandestine lodges; that the book of con- 
stitutions upon the altars was permissible, not mandatory. This does 


MASONIC CORRESPONDENCE. 


85 


not agree with Brother Parvin’s previous admissions or our own con- 
clusions formed upon the spot. Further light is waited with interest. 

Missouri: Grand Master Jamison, strongly and at considerable 
length; urges recognition of the grand dieta. We reproduce three 
paragraphs, which contain the substance of everything outside of the 
usual stock reasons for establishing fraternal relations: 

********* 

Neither time nor space will admit of my giving at this time a his- 
tory of symbolic Masonry in Mexico prior to 1890. Suffice it to say, 
that it is positively known that pure and untainted Masonic blood 
flows through the veins of a large number of those who compose the 
“gran dieta.” 

********* 

Article 28 of the Constitution of 1896 provides, among other things, 
that '‘women shall for no cause or pretext be accepted as Masons or 
members of the fraternity.” If, therefore, women who had been for- 
merly received into lodges in Mexico should attempt to visit lodges 
in a jurisdiction which has recognized the gran dieta, they could 
properly be refused admission. 

********* 

There is no state of these United States of America, except, per- 
haps, one, which has become and is daily becoming so intimately con- 
nected, in a business way, with Mexico, as our own state. 

Members of our grand jurisdiction are continually visiting Mexico 
and holding fraternal relations with members of lodges holding char- 
ters from the gran dieta, and such is likely to continue whether or not 
we recognize them. 

Referring to which last we may say that while Brother Parvin 
and others have urged the political importance of Masonic mission- 
ary work, none has suggested the commercial side of the matter 
more directly and neatly. 

It would be interesting to know what number constitutes a “large 
number” when we are hunting in Mexico for persons in whose veins 
flows pure, untainted Masonic blood, and whether Brother Jamison 
has positive knowledge of any whose blood was untainted at the time 
the gran dieta was organized, save the members of Toltec Lodge, then 
working under a charter from the Grand Lodge of Missouri. 

Touching his remark that according to the terms of the amended 
constitution of the gran dieta women who had formerly been received 
into lodges in Mexico might properly be refused admission should they 
attempt to visit lodges in a jurisdiction which has recognized the gran 
dieta, we should like light upon the question whether woman made 
Masons under the authority of the gran dieta during the period when 
by its laws their making was lawful, could any more properly be re- 
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fused admission than men made Masons under the same authority 
during the same period. 

The grand master’s recommendation of recognition went to a com- 
mittee who asked and received time until the next annual communi- 
cation to make their report, and Grand Secretary Vincil was added 
to its number. 

Brother VINCIL frequently refers to the subject in his review. 
Under California he says: 

Methods have been adopted by a well known party in that country 
to secure the recognition of American grand lodges which are not 
legitimate or honorable. 

Under Louisiana he states that Missouri has never been asked by 
the gran dieta to recognize it. Under Iowa he gives his views at 
length, from which we quote in part: 

Again, Brother Parvin in defining the character of the organiza- 
tion of Mexican Masonry, says: “This gran dieta, a national body or 
GENERAL grand lodge governing ancient craft Masonry, is similar to 
the national bodies of this country governing Royal Arch and Templar 
Masonry.” This is the organized Masonry of that country which we 
are asked to recognize. That is to say, in plain words, we are requested 
to recognize a general grand lodge which exercises governing power 
over grand lodges that are subordinate thereto. 

The recognition, therefore, of the Gran Dieta of Mexico, or as it 
is styled in plain English, the Grand Diet of Symbolic Masonry,” is a 
recognition of a general GRAND lodge. This at once destroys the 
sovereignty and independence of state grand bodies as recognized by 
Masonry in the United States. For one, I am no more prepared to 
recognize such national grand body than I am to vote for the forma- 
tion of a national grand lodge of the United States, thereby placing 
the grand jurisdictions under the control of a supreme body, as is the 
case with Royal Arch and Templar Masonry. 

Brother Parvin, one year ago, stated that he thought, with Brother 
Coxe, that it was better to wait awhile, and let the gran dieta prove 
the legitimacy of its claims and its thorough loyalty to ancient craft 
Masonry before according it fraternal recognition. I find nothing 
in the report of Brother Parvin that renders recognition any more 
desirable today than twelve months ago. Taking Brother Parvin’s 
own statements, “confusion is worse confounded” in Masonic circles in 
Mexico. Speaking of the conflicting elements and confused condition 
there, he said, “This is, of course, a lamentable state of things, and 
much to be regretted.” He then added that Masonry has not yet, as 
has the government of the country, a strong ruler like President Diaz. 
This view of the question is evident from all the information derived 
from the history of Masonic conflicts and disturbances in the land of 
the Montezumas. 

I quite agree with one expression found in the article of Brother 
Parvin. He said, “The granting or the withholding of recognition, on 
the part of grand lodges, will not confer any additional right or privi- 
lege upon the Masons of Mexico.” Accepting the correctness of this 
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view, it forms a sufficient reason, in my judgment, for permitting Ma- 
sonry there to work out and solve the problem of its own ability and 
legitimacy as constituting ground for general recognition on the part 
of American grand lodges. 

I close these reflections upon the subject by again presenting the 
question, “What are we asked to recognize?” The answer has already 
been given: We are requested to recognize, in a formal way, and wel- 
come into the family of grand lodges of the world a national grand body 
instead of a single, separate, independent, and sovereign grand lodge, 
exercising the rights and privileges that are common to the grand 
lodges of the United States. I have no use for a national grand body of 
any kind, and here, for myself, enter a fixed protest against recogniz- 
ing a governing body that has, under its control, state organizations 
that should of right be free and independent; and, further, the rec- 
ognition of the gran dieta is, according to that body, a welcome to 
fraternal equality, with its grand jurisdiction, a mass of confusion, 
conflicting and disturbing elements which possess in themselves, like 
the civilization of Mexico, dynamic forces of destruction and ruin. 
Missouri does not propose to be a party to such recognition. 

Under New Hampshire he says: 

Brother Waite calls my attention to the action of the Grand 
Lodge of Missouri, in recalling the charter of Toltec Lodge, located 
in the city of Mexico. This was done with a view to harmonize local 
interests there among the fraternity. Not wishing to maintain a lodge 
in opposition to local jurisdiction, our grand lodge suggested to Toltec 
Lodge that it would be better for it to receive a charter from existing 
authority and continue to work as an English-speaking body. Since 
that action of the Grand Lodge of Missouri was taken, information of 
a very clear and convincing character has been furnished that the 
gran dieta, and other branches of Masonry in Mexico, are far from 
being what we regard as legitimate. Had I known then, what I know 
now, I should have opposed the suggestion to Toltec Lodge to receive 
the charter from the existing Masonic authority. The true remedy 
would have been to have revoked the charter and prevented conflict 
of authority, making amends for our mistake in originally planting a 
lodge in that country. 

Had Brother Vincel known then what he now knows, we venture 
the opinion that he would not have concurred in the recommendation 
to revoke the charter of Toltec Lodge. Until it could be shown that 
there was in Mexico some legitimate Masonic authority there could 
be from the Missouri standpoint no conflict of authority; and the 
report which recommended the revocation of the charter of Toltec 
Lodge specifically said that ‘ ‘no Masonic body has been found in Mexico 
that we are prepared at this time, with the evidence before us, to 
acknowledge as a legitimate grand lodge.” But the committee did 
not know that all the lodges in affiliation with the gran dieta were 
the offspring, either mediately or immediately, of supreme councils 
of the so-called Scottish Rite. It was generally believed that such 
was the case, but it was not known until Brother PARVIN had made 
his first Mexican pilgrimage and vouched for the fact from personal 
observation. 
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We are aware that Brother Vincil does not seem ready to declare 
that the question of legitimacy of origin is of the first importance; 
indeed, he confesses under South Dakota that he considers that phase 
of the subject as of minor importance when compared with the methods 
adopted by the promoters of Mexican “Masonry.” But he will he ready 
by and bye, and he will have plenty of company. 

We do not forget, in saying this, that some of our good brethren 
who seem to lose no opportunity to defend dissent as of equal authority 
with the original plan, make merry over the writer as standing almost 
alone on the question of creative competency in Masonry. Such will 
he interested in, if not pleased, by the action of the Grand Lodge of 
Scotland, which bears directly upon this question. The grand lodge 
having recently chartered a new lodge at Colon, Republic of Colombia, 
the Supreme Council of Carthagena — a body belonging to what New 
York would call the “dominant rite” in that country — cabled the grand 
secretary of Scotland, intimating that it had declared the Scotch lodge 
irregular. The grand secretary replied, with the approval of t he grand 
committee (at its meeting of April 21, 1898,) which is equivalent to the 
approval of the grand lodge, that “the Grand Lodge of Scotland does 
not recognize supreme councils as having anything to do with the erec- 
tion or supervision of lodges of Craft Masonry.” 

Montana: Past Grand Master Cornelius Hedges, present grand 
secretary, reviewing the report of Brother Miller, of Kansas, says: 

His espousal of the Grand Dieta of Mexico has led him into some 
controversies with certain close-communion and Pharisaical brethren, 
in which, with Brothers Drummond and Parvin for backers, he has 
easily maintained his advanced position. We heartily concur with 
him, and others of liberal and rational views, to whom the claims of 
Masonry for antiquity and universality are more than a theory to he 
ignored in practice, that it is suicide and stultification to claim that 
all genuine Masonry must trace its origin to the four London lodges 
that organized the first grand lodge in 17 17. Masonry we know existed 
earlier than that in England, Scotland, and probably in every countn^ 
in Europe. It would be just as reasonable to insist that no one could 
be made a Mason except he spoke the English language. What be- 
comes of the universality of Masonry on such a narrow basis? 

We don’t quite understand why Brother Hedges stops at “prob- 
ably every country in Europe.” Why not probably in every country in 
Asia, Africa, and America? Masonic students the world over will be 
grateful if he will simply point out the road that leads to the knowl- 
edge that a trace of Masonry existed outside of the British Islands at 
the time the first grand lodge was organized. If it did so exist, will 
he furnish the evidence, or if not the evidence, then some straw that 
goes to show that it was on a theistical basis. If he cannot, will he 
tell us why he is contented to be counted with the “Pharisees” who 
condemn the alleged Masonry of France for its atheism? What right 
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has he, in view of the claim of Masonry to universality, to restrict its 
area by subjecting France to the narrow test of British Masonic the- 
ism? 

New Hampshire: Bro. A. S. Wait, the very able and skillful com- 
mittee on correspondence, reviewing Illinois, says: 

But the great leading topic with Brother Robbins is that regard- 
ing Masonry in Mexico, and especially the gran dieta. He devotes 
large space to it under Iowa, and again in his review of Kansas, 
and we should judge that the vocabulary had been searched for terms 
of bitterness and reproach to be showered upon the devoted head of 
that — with Brother Robbins — detestable body. His views for the most 
part are shared by Bro. Robert F. Gould, the learned English scholar 
and historian of Masonry, and by Brother Upton, the able and dis- 
tinguished chairman of the committee on correspondence of Wash- 
ington, though those writers treat the subject from a much more 
judicial standpoint, and their discussions are free from those terms of 
denunciation which always weaken an argument, but with which the 
treatment of our Illinois brother abounds. He returns to the subject 
in his review of New Hampshire, where he reproduces the paragraph 
which he complained of us for misrepresenting, and to which we made 
some reference in our review of last year. This is the paragraph al- 
luded to: 

“We hold it to be an indisputable fact that there is no lawful 
Masonry anywhere that is not descended from the Free and Accepted 
Masonry of the British Isles — the Masonry of the charges of a Free- 
mason — which crystallized into the grand lodge system in the early 
part of the eighteenth century, and that there is no alleged Masonry 
anywhere that is not either this or a departure or dissent from this, 
such dissent or departure occurring after the grand lodge was fully 
evolved and with its structure and polity identified as a part of the 
original plan.” 

The word “alleged” in this paragraph is italicized by Brother Rob- 
bins with the purpose, as we suppose, of giving it especial force and 
significance. He had insisted that in this paragraph he did not say, 
“ ‘derived from the Grand Lodge of England,’ but descended from the 
Masonry of the British Isles.” If we can understand this language it 
means, taken with the remainder of the paragraph in which it occurs, 
that there is a Masonry elsewhere than in England, derived from the 
Masonry of the British Isles anterior to the formation of the grand 
lodge system in 1717; and that wherever is to be found any alleged 
Masonry it is either a departure or a dissent from the Masonry of the 
British charges. If there can be formulated a more distinct admis- 
sion (assertion, indeed,) that the alleged Masonry in Mexico is derived 
from the Masonry of the charges, we are at a loss to perceive what it 
can be. It is, indeed, a more distinct assertion of the legitimacy of 
the descent of the Masonry of Mexico than we ever made or thought 
of making. That in the long separation of the people of that country, 
and the exclusion of the Masons there from communication with their 
English-speaking brethren, attended as it has been by the well-known 
disordered and revolutionary state of the politics and society of the 
country, demoralization has crept in and the practice of the rite be- 
come greatly corrupted, is not to us very surprising. But as society 
there is coming to assume more stable conditions and enlightened views 
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come more and more to prevail, the Masons appear to be assuming- the 
spirit and to be desirous of going back to what they now learn to be 
the purer practices of the fraternity. We do not sympathize with the 
spirit that would bar the way against such return to the pure practi- 
ces of Masonry. Nor do we approve of the denunciation and abusive 
epithets which now for a time have been poured upon them in such 
unstinted measure. 

It is objected against the gran dieta that it is not organized on 
the precise plan of the English and American grand lodges. And 
Brother Robbins maligns it because it is a grand lodge exercising 
jurisdiction over the other grand lodges in similar manner to the Gen- 
eral Grand Chapter and the Grand Encampment of the United States; 
and he argues that it ought not to be recognized by American grand 
lodges because they will not consent to the formation of a general 
grand lodge. The argument seems to us puerile in the extreme. The 
objection of American Masons to the formation of a general grand 
lodge is from considerations of policy, not in the least reaching any 
question of its effect upon the legitimacy of American Masonry. Sup- 
pose a general grand lodge were to be formed, does any one pretend 
that it would be an abandonment of the legitimacy of Masonry? What, 
then, of the whole system of provincial grand lodges with their pro- 
vincial grand masters and all under the government and supervision 
of the Grand Lodge of England? 

If departure from former usages in the government of the Craft 
is an abandonment of legitimate Masonry, what of the Grand Lodge 
of England at its formation in 1717? It was a movement novel and 
before unheard of in Masonry; yet no one, so far as we have ever heard, 
had suggested that the organization then made was a departure from 
Masonry. Although it was new, it was purely conservative in its objects 
and purposes, and to which, so far as can now be seen, the institution 
owes its preservation. There is every reason to think that on the part 
of its promoters the formation of the gran dieta was from a belief of 
the same necessity which lay at the foundation of the organization of 
the first Grand Lodge of England. And not only so, but everything 
warrants the belief that in this they were right. Every kind of confu- 
sion existed in the Masonry of that country, and the seeds of disintegra- 
tion, sown broadcast, were rapidly germinating with their destructive 
influences. The gran dieta was formed with the hope of bringing order 
out of chaos and saving Masonry from a destruction which to men of 
foresight seemed plainly impending. And now, because they did not 
by a single vault spring into perfection, instead of encouraging their 
efforts at the elimination of incorrect practices, common cause is 
made in a few quarters with parties and organizations in Mexico, who 
are opposing it because of those very efforts at reform. They even 
join with them in espousing the cause of a person who, for factious 
and unmasonic conduct, has been expelled from Masonry by the bodies 
with which he has been identified, assuming all his utterances, made 
under the smart of his ostracism from association with his former 
brethren, to be worthy of credence against the denials of men in high 
position, not only in Masonry but in affairs of state. We do not intend 
to assert that the expulsion of that person was or was not for just 
cause; that is a question upon which probably no safe opinion can at 
this distance be formed. We do say, that it is fundamental wherever 
legitimate Masonry exists, that a person standing as that person does 
is beyond the pale of the fraternity and cannot be recognized or com- 


MASONIC CORRESPONDENCE. 


91 


municated with as a Mason. It seems to us something- astonishing that 
the statements of this man should be taken up and assumed as un- 
questionable truth against the denials of them which have been made. 

We do not object to the canvassing, even in the severest manner, 
judicially, of the title of the Gran Dieta Simbolica of Mexico to rec- 
ognition. We believe it is the duty of Masons, in the true interests of 
the institution, to examine that question with every possible degree 
of fair criticism. Nor are we surprised that different conclusions 
should be reached by the best judicial minds. We have read with much 
interest and we think profit the discussion of the subject by Brother 
Upton, of Washington, and Bro. R. P. Gould, in his paper read before 
the Lodge Quatuor Coronati , in London. They treat the subject ably 
and fairly, though we think the latter places too much reliance upon 
the statements of the man Richard E. Chism, expelled as he has been 
by the lodge of which he was the former master, and discredited by 
Masons except such as have found their interest in opening a warfare 
against the bodies of his former affiliation. Brother Robbins com- 
plains that Masons of Mexico in speaking of this person do not refer 
to him as Brother Chism. In the name of Masonry why should they? 
His expulsion was upon a trial of charges regularly preferred, to which 
he made no appearance nor made any answer. He seemed to think 
that his case could be better tried out of his lodge and on his own un- 
supported statements, and he appears to have found a judge in Brother 
Robbins who feels himself fully competent to give him a new trial 
and to set aside his conviction and expulsion and pronounce the pro- 
ceedings void. We do not think for ourselves that he is in this case 
the court of last resort, and we prefer to make further inquiry before 
adopting his conclusions. 

So far as we have observed Brother Wait is the only writer who 
has succeeded in misunderstanding our meaning in the statement 
which he finally reproduced as we wrote it. There is no warrant in 
the usage of words for saying that either taken with or without the 
remainder of the paragraph, our language means that there is a Ma- 
sonry elsewhere than in England, derived from the Masonry of the 
British Isles anterior to the formation of the grand lodge system in 
1717. On the contrary we distinctly said that whatever dissent or 
departure had taken place “occurred after the grand lodge system was 
fully evolved and with its structure and polity identified as a part of the orig- 
inal plan." The first time Brother Wait encountered this paragraph 
— in our review of New York for 1895, while he was writing our review 
of 1896 — he had no difficulty in understanding it as we do. So far from 
discovering in it an assertion either clear or occult, of the legitimacy 
of the descent of the Masonry of Mexico, he saw its bearings clearly 
and confessed it frankly, saying: 

If this assumption of our Illinois brother is well founded, it at once 
justifies him, without further argument, in his denunciation of the 
act of recognizing the Mexican grand body.” 

Since then he has found that the foremost Masonic students of the 
world agree that “this assumption of our Illinois brother” is simply 
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a temperate statement of “an indisputable fact.” Of course Brother 
Wait does not yet agree with them historically, or he would not devote 
several pages to our condemnation. But he will agree with them some 
day, and then we feel sure — such is our confidence in his soundness at 
the core — he will write our justification. That he is already under con- 
viction is manifest from the fact that he shows no disposition to ad- 
duce any evidence on the main point — the pivotal point, by his own 
statement, of our justification or condemnation — and we can afford to 
wait for time, which promises to be materially assisted by events, to 
do its perfect work. 

New York: The reflected influence of association is strikingly 
shown by this “incident” related in the language of the grandmaster 
of New York in his annual address: 

When from the deeds of Spanish cruelty in Cuba the smoke of 
conflict was rising to touch our flag, whisperings were heard of Euro- 
pean encouragement to Spain. But our neighbor on the south, the 
republic of Mexico, extended her hand of friendship to the United 
States, with most delicately expressed but nevertheless emphatic as- 
surance that Spanish troops would not harass us from Mexican soil, 
nor Spanish men-of-war make of Mexican harbors a rendezvous. When 
the Maine was destroyed in Havana harbor, Mexico spoke; and this 
grand lodge was selected as the medium through which the people of 
the United States should hear her voice. 

The president of our sister republic is also the grand master of 
Masons in Mexico. On the 15th day of February last eighty- three (83) 
Freemasons were among the two hundred and sixty-six (266) American 
sailors who went down to their death with the battle-ship Maine. 

Five days afterwards the president and the grand master of Ma- 
sons in Mexico directed his grand secretary, under the seal of the 
grand lodge, to issue an edict commanding all Masonic lodges within 
his jurisdiction to be draped in mourning on account of these our dead. 

The grand master and president also directed the grand secretary 
to make known to the Grand Lodge of New York this extremely signifi- 
cant evidence of his most valuable friendship. 

Accordingly the following communication, under the seal of the 
Grand Lodge of Mexico, was by due course of mail received by our grand 
secretary: 

“La Gran Dieta Simbolica, Etc., 

^“Orient of Mexico, 20 February, 189S. 

4 4 To the Grand Secretary of the Grand Lodge of Free and Accepted Masons 

of the State of New York, 

“Hon. Brother Ehlers: The Gran Dieta Simbolica of Mexico 
shakes with most terrible sorrow over the frightful explosion of the 
U.S. battle-ship Maine in Cuban waters, and the terrible loss of the 
lives of so many American citizens, and has ordered all the lodges in 
the republic of Mexico under its jurisdiction to drape their altars in 
testimony of sorrow for such a calamity, and has ordered me to com- 
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municate it to you, and to beg 1 of you to transmit to the grand lodge 
of the state of New York the expression of our sincere sorrow at such 
a calamity which has happened to the citizens and Masons of the 
United States. 

“With best wishes and a fraternal embrace, 

“By order of the Grand Master, 

“Ermilo G. Canton, 

‘ 4 Grand Secretary. ” 

In addition to this the representative of the Grand Lodge of New 
York near the Grand Lodge of Mexico transmitted to us his report, 
not only of the action of the grand master of Mexico, but of the sub- 
sequent assembling of various lodges in that jurisdiction in a Lodge 
of Sorrow on the 22d day of February, accompanying his report with 
translations of several of the speeches delivered on that occasion by 
the orators of the local lodges. These speeches breathed not only the 
most tender sentiments of fraternal sympathy with the United States, 
but they voiced profound horror at the character of the deed done in 
Havana harbor, severest reprobation of all who had a hand therein, 
and the warmest regard for our flag and for our country. 

Thus for the first time in the history of the world was the Masonic 
fraternity selected as the medium through which one nation should 
be made to feel the welcome handclasp of another, and the Grand 
Lodge of New York became as it were the cable by which the Republic 
of Mexico discovered to the United States that the pulsations of the 
one were responsive to the heartbeats of the other. 

Following an impulse most natural, and in accord with what seemed 
to me my duty as a citizen as well as a Mason’, I promptly laid copies 
of these communications before the president of the United States, 
our Bro. William McKinley, which were acknowledged with the as- 
surance of his “deep appreciation and warmest thanks.” I do not 
need to recommend that this grand lodge take appropriate action in 
premises, for I doubt not that ere these words had left my lips the 
resolution was formed in the breast of every member of the grand lodge 
to give prompt expression of our intense satisfaction at the signal 
honor conferred upon us as a grand lodge, and of our profound grati- 
fication as American citizens at these unprecedented evidences of the 
friendship of the chief magistrate and of the people of our sister re- 
public. 

No one who has been half observant of the semi-political charac- 
ter which the alleged Masonry of the Latin nations is wont to take 
on, will be surprised at the Mexican end of this episode. 

Bro. H. D. Whittemore, the representative of the Grand Lodge 
of New York, gives an account of a lodge of sorrow held in the City 
of Mexico, in which three lodges united, in which he refers to the 
naval lodge on board the Maine, and the resolutions referred to by him 
in another letter — the following — and which speak of the “lodge of 
Free and Accepted Masons located on said battleship.” 

Dear Sir and Brother— Cuauhtemoc Lodge, No. 234, R.E.A.A., 
of this city, has requested me to forward you a package of resolutions 
passed by that lodge to the survivors and the families of our brothers 
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of the naval lodge on board the battleship Maine, sunk in Havana 
harbor on the night of the 15th ult., and ask you to favor them by 
having them forwarded to the proper parties for distribution, any ex- 
pense attending the same you can draw on me for at sight. 

We have no means of finding out here who were the officers of 
the lodge or under whose jurisdiction they were working, hence the 
request. 

This was addressed to Grand Secretary Ehlers, as was also the 
letter describing the lodge of sorrow. In the latter he gives the names 
of the speakers, among them “Felix Iglesias, grand secretary,” and 
“ErmilO G. Canton, honorary member” (of Cuauhtemoc lodge No. 
234.) 

There was a grand master of some sort present, as we find the fol- 
lowing: 

Upon being called to order, a general statement was made as to 
the loss of the United States battleship “Maine,” and the fact of there 
being a Masonic lodge on board, by the grand master. 

Had the president of the Mexican republic been present, we think 
it would have been made plain, and we can only guess that the “grand 
master” was the executive of the body of which Felix Iglesias was 
grand secretar}L 

Both Whittemore and Canton say that the gran dieta ordered 
the lodges to drape their altars in mourning. Grand Master Suth- 
erland may have had information from other sources than the com- 
munication of Grand Secretary Canton (reproduced in his address) 
that the president and the grand master of Masons in Mexico ordered 
the edict of mourning issued; but in the absence of such information 
we should not consider the presence of “by order of the grand master” 
in Canton’s letter as conclusive that the grand master — unless Can- 
ton is now nominally performing the double role, which has long been 
attributed to him, of grand master and grand secretary — had any hand 
in it. Who is the grand master of the Gran Dieta Simbolica? 

This brings us back to the New York end, and the reflection that 
Grand Master Sutherland’s knowledge of Mexican Masonry and per- 
sonnel must have been as shadowy as was that of the New York juris- 
prudence committee of the real situation when it recommended the 
recognition of the gran dieta on the ground that the charges against 
it had been fully met by that body. His account of the matter, and 
of his participation in, it fully indicates that when he carried or sent 
the news to “Bro. William McKinley” he considered himself as in 
some sort a bearer of dispatches between the presidents of two repub- 
lics; indeed, he states that “the president of our sister republic is also 
the grand master of Masons in Mexico.” 
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In our review of Iowa last year we had occasion to refer to two 
pamphlets, entitled respectively, ‘ ‘Mexican Symbolic Masonry,” and 
“More LightUpon Mexican Symbolic Masonry,” by Richard E. Chism, 
City of Mexico, 1897, and to counter pamphlets by Grand Secretary 
Canton, of the gran dieta, and Dr. Parsons, master of Toltec Lodge 
(under that body). Referring to tt^ese, we said: 

One feature of the correspondence should be mentioned. Canton 
says that Chism’s statement that General Diaz and other prominent 
Masons have retired from the gran dieta and recommended that it be 
finally dissolved is a bare-faced prevarication; that Diaz resigned the 
grand mastership for the expressed reason that he had too much to 
do in the profane world to attend to it, and publishes the letter of 
resignation, the text of which is quite consistent with Canton’s in- 
terpretation. But Chism has the fatal advantage that he is able 
to publish another letter from President Diaz, written some months 
later— viz, March 12, 1896 — accepting the honorary grand mastership 
of the Grand Lodge of the Federal District, a body which the gran 
dieta, or what there was left of that organization, had assumed to 
expel from Masonry several months before. It is noteworthy in this 
connection that while Brother Parvin made much last year of Presi- 
dent Diaz’ connection with the gran dieta, he this year barely refers 
to him; it is perhaps superfluous to add that in this scanty reference 
there is no hint that the gran dieta no longer enjoys whatever of 
prestige attached to his official connection with it. 

It will be seen that the one unquestioned point was the fact that 
sometime in the autumn of 1895 President Porfirio Diaz resigned the 
grand mastership of the gran dieta. The fact that two years and a 
half later a knowledge of this had not reached the executive office of 
the Grand Lodge of New York, helps us to understand Brother Gould's 
surprise at the slowness with which Masonic news travels in America. 

South Carolina: The grand lodge adopted the following from 
the report of the committee on correspondence: 

The Grand Lodge of Mexico appears to be in the throes of upheaval 
and revolutionary struggle. By decrees and appeals they seek for some 
notice by the Masonic bodies of the world. Mexican Masonry seems 
to be in a much muddled and withal a very chaotic condition. This 
Grand Lodge of Mexico is not now recognized by the other Masonic 
jurisdictions, and we recommend that no action be taken in this mat- 
ter until this grand lodge has full and perfect assurance that all do- 
mestic troubles are at an end and that the Grand Lodge of Mexico, 
having composed all its differences with home bodies, has established 
itself on a sure foundation. 

South Dakota: M.W. William Blatt, reviewing Iowa, says: 

“Mexican Masonry 5 ’ forms the subject of a special report by Grand 
Secretary Parvin. The grand master, the committee to whom the 
matter was referred, in fact everybody joined in recommending rec- 
ognition, and the gran dieta was recognized. Many reasons for the 
act are cited. One of them is to the effect that the lodges in Mexico 
have ceased their unmasonic practices. That the Bible is restored; 
that women are barred. The late visit of Brother Parvin to Mexico 
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and the lodges convinced. Though the gran dieta does not control 
anything like the majority of lodges in Mexico, some of them with- 
drawing from the dieta because of the reform(?), yet the Grand Lodge 
of Iowa thought it would strengthen the hands of the gran dieta, to 
accord it recognition. There has nothing come to our knowledge of 
any benefit accrued to Masonry in Mexico by the recognition of the 
dieta by any grand lodge, Iowa included. 

Tennessee: M. W. Bro. George H. Morgan, in his review, copies 
the remarks of Brother Stevenson, of Idaho, closing with the opinion 
that while the reformation of the gran dieta is pleasing it strikes one 
as being a little sudden, and that a season of probation will have a 
beneficial effect, and says: 

We think so, too, and have no recommendation to make on the 
subject. We are especially satisfied to leave the matter thus, as we 
are not aware that the Gran Dieta of Mexico has ever asked to be rec- 
ognized by the Grand Lodge of Tennessee. 

Utah: Grand Master Gash says: 

The Gran Dieta of Mexico is in a condition which I cannot com- 
mend. I recommend that it be not recognized at the present time. 
Let us see more of its workings. I suggest that this matter be left to 
the correspondence committee. 

The matter was so referred and the resulting paper by Brother 
Diehl supplements his annual review. The authorities relied upon 
for his brief sketch are (besides the address of Grand Master Tyler, 
of Texas, 1891, and Brother Parvin’s report of 1897) the following: 

For the following brief sketch of Mexican Masonry, the under- 
signed has used the “History of Masonry in Mexico,” written by Bro. 
Herman Butze, and published in Findel’s Bauhuette, Vol. xxvii, Nos. 
20 to 31, 1884. An English translation of this history by Bro. Richard 
E. Chism, of the city of Mexico, from the “History of Mexican Free- 
masonry,” by Bro. Jose Maria Mateos, the founder of the Mexican 
National Rite, appears now in “The American Tyler,” published by 
Bro. John II. Brownell. Detroit, Michigan, Vol. xi, No. 28. and Vol. 
xii, Nos. 1 to — , 1897-1898. 

Following a brief mention of a Spanish lodge existing from 1806 
to 1808 he says: 

In 1813, the first lodges of the Ancient and Accepted Scottish Rite 
were formed by authority of the Grand-Lodge of Spain. These lodges 
were mostly composed of Spaniards, who permitted only a few Mexi- 
cans of noble descent to be made Masons therein, or to affiliate with 
them. This action on the part of the Spanish Masons, caused the 
Mexican Masons to introduce into Mexico the York Rite. 

With this object in view, a number of brethren approached Bro. 
Joel L. Poinsett, the then United States minister to Mexico, who ob- 
tained three charters from the Grand Lodge of New York, for as many 
lodges. The three lodges were organized, and the Mexican National 
Grand Lodge of the York Rite established in 1825. At the first meet- 
ing of the grand lodge, two more lodges received charters, making 
five in all. 
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Both systems soon drifted into active politics. The members of 
the York Rite lodges were all liberals; those of Scottish lodges, cleri- 
cals and conservatives. Each rite made all possible attempts to in- 
crease their number of lodges and members, and in three years after 
the formation of the York grand lodge, it had on its roll ninety lodges, 
with about 2500 members. The Scottish Rite grand lodge, had nearly 
as many lodges and members. Partisan politics being tolerated in 
both rites, it is but natural that the true object of Masonry had no 
longer a home in the lodges of either rite. 

Among the two rites were nine brethren who realized that Ma- 
sonry and politics could not walk side by side, and wishing to banish the 
latter from the lodges, held several meetings, at which it was con- 
cluded to found an entirely new rite under the name of “The Mexican 
National Rite.” “The objection of irregularity was overcome by the 
assertion that in accordance with Masonic history, all recognized 
rites had their origin in the same manner.” 

On the 22nd day of August, 1825, these nine brethren with several 
others met, held a convention, adopted a constitution, and chartered 
five lodges, which on March 22, 1826, organized the grand lodge “La 
Luz,” under the Mexican National Rite. 

The Mexican National Rite was governed by a supreme grand ori- 
ent, and the Mexican National Grand Lodge. It works nine degrees. 
Five lodges may establish a grand lodge in any state where none ex- 
ists; and its object is to labor for the advancement of virtue, and the 
elevation of humanity, for harmony and true fraternity. The new 
rite received a hearty welcome from the patriotic Mexicans, and by 
1830, extended over the whole republic of Mexico. 

A general assembly of the Mexican rite held in 1833, issued a po- 
litical program, in which it declared in favor of the liberty of opinion 
and of the press; of the abolition of the privileges of the clergy, and 
of the military; of the suppression of the monasteries and of the es- 
tablishment of civil marriages; of the education of the masses; of the 
abolishment of capital punishment, and the preservation intact of 
Mexican territory. It was also resolved, to seek the recognition of 
foreign Freemasons, to establish a rite of adoption for women. 

By the adoption of this program, the Mexican National Rite be- 
came a political body, which, doubtless, was one of the reasons that it 
spread and flourished for a short time; but it having incurred the hos- 
tility of the president and government of the republic, it was ordered 
suppressed, and thereafter existed only in seclusion and secrecy. Dur- 
ing the reign of Emperor Maximilian all the lodges in the City of 
Mexico had closed their doors; its members fighting in the ranks for 
the liberty of their country. 

Following are his conclusions: 

From the foregoing extracts of Brother Par vin’s report it will be 
seen that schismatic, 'rebellious, 'and seceding lodges and grand lodges 
and recalcitrant Masons still hold forth in Mexico, and no one knows 
when the end will be. The condition of Masonry in our sister republic 
is yet a chaotic one, perhaps not so much as in previous years, but 
there is still enough discord there to disrupt the power of the gran 
dieta at any time. Union, peace, and harmony are the cornerstones 
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upon which the superstructure of Freemasonry is erected, and from 
present appearances the wrangle has not yet ceased and is still in 
sight. 

With the other two abuses of Masonry — discarding the Bible from 
the altars of lodges, and making women Masons — the Mexican breth- 
ren have committed Masonic suicide. From the moment they violated 
these two important ancient laws, they placed themselves outside the 
Masonic family circle. 

Brother Parvin assures us that in 1896, at the demand of American 
Masons, the obnoxious laws on the subject of women Masonry had 
been repealed and the charters granted to the three women lodges 
revoked, and also that the lodges must place the Bible upon the altars. 
This action of the gran dietais commendable, and by enforcing these 
new edicts it has shown that it is willing to return to the faith, but 
we believe with Brother Stevenson, of Idaho, ‘’that the reformation 
was a little sudden, and that a season of probation will have a bene- 
ficial effect on our neighbors to the south.” The recent action of the 
Grand Lodge of Peru ought to be a warning to all English-speaking 
Masons, and we cannot but advise to “make haste slowly.” 

The gran dieta has been recognized as a legitimate Masonic grand 
body by the Grand Lodges of Texas, New York, Kansas, Montana, 
Iowa, and North Dakota — six out of fifty-seven in North America — 
and it is but just to say that not one of the six grand lodges paid very 
much, if any, attention to the origin of Mexican Masonry or to the 
legality of the formation of the gran dieta. Has Masonry in Mexico 
become legitimate Masonry through the many evolutions it has ex- 
perienced in the last ceutury? If so, we pass that question. 

Virginia: Grand Master Courtney, says: 

There is some doubt as to what foreign grand lodges have been offi- 
cially recognized by this grand lodge, and it sometimes happens that 
the officers of our subordinate lodges are unable to decide whether 
they should admit a visitor hailing from abroad. I therefore recom- 
mend the adoption by this grand lodge of resolutions on this subject 
similar to those adopted by the Grand Lodge of Illinois, at its last 
grand communication, which in effect, directs the committee on for- 
eign correspondence to make up a statement of all the grand lodges 
which have been regularly and officially recognized by us, which state- 
ment shall be published by the grand secretary with our proceedings, 
so that, when a member of a foreign jurisdiction knocks for admission, 
either as visitor or for affiliation, the master can turn to this state- 
ment and know whether he can be admitted, if found otherwise qual- 
ified. The committee should also be directed to report what grand 
lodges there are, other than those now recognized by us, if any, which 
are regularly organized and worthy of our fraternal recognition. In 
this connection I desire to commend to the favorable consideration of 
this grand lodge and of our committee on foreign correspondence, the 
Grand Dieta of Mexico, at the head of which stands that noble states- 
man and patriot, General Porfirio Diaz, who was elected grand mas- 
ter in 1890. Since that time the irregularities and objectionable prac- 
tices of Mexican Masonry have been removed and the requirements 
of our lodges adopted in their stead. The grand dieta has not asked rec- 
ognition at our hands, but the friends of our American system residing 
in Mexico have labored so hard and so assiduously to bring their lodges 
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and grand lodges into line with us, that it would seem to be a grace- 
ful and neighborly act on our part to tender recognition, if they are 
found worthy, without waiting to be asked to do so. 

The italics are ours. 

The committee on address approve and say: 

We recommend that the grand master be requested, during the 
next year, to cause these inquiries to be made in the manner he may 
deem best, and report the same at the next great annual communica- 
tion. And inasmuch as it will by this method be ascertained to which 
class of foreign grand lodges the Gran Dieta of Mexico belongs, if to 
either, we recommend that no action be now taken looking to its rec- 
ognition. 

Brother Alexander, the writer of the report on correspondence, 
who says that no request for recognition has been made to the Grand 
Lodge of Virginia, contributes some valuable reflections on the subject: 

The gran dieta is not a grand lodge, but a congress of grand lodges. 
The origin of at least one of these subordinate grand lodges is traced 
through the York Kite, as introduced into Mexico by the Grand Lodge 
of New York: some of the others derive their existence from an un- 
warranted exercise of authority on the part of a representative of the 
Supreme Council of the Ancient and Accepted Scottish Rite, and the 
rest sprang from a mixture of both rites. The gran dieta is not, how- 
ever, the only hybrid Masonic body in the world. There are others of 
equally as doubtful origin which have been recognized by grand lodges 
claiming to be the bluest of the blue . These statements are based upon 
Gould’s History of Masonry; also upon what has been written by Broth- 
ers Parvin and Coxe of Iowa, Miller of Kansas, Drummond of Maine, 
and an article by Brother Greiner on the German grand lodges, as fur- 
nished by Brother Fellows in the proceedings of Louisiana for 1897. 
If the gran dieta has sovereign and absolute authority in Mexico over 
the first three degrees of Masonry, the body might be treated and per- 
haps recognized from the standpoint of a sovereign grand lodge, and 
the question of mixed origin might not be an insurmountable difficulty. 

The Bible has been restored (if it ever had been previously used) 
to the altar of Masonry by requirement of the following decree, dated 
August 12, 1895: 

“All lodges shall place on the altar of O.B. the book of the Bible, 
which shall be the foundation in ritualistic Masonry and for the observ- 
ance of all regular Masons, the same as the book of constitutions and over 
both a square and compasses.” (Italics ours.) 

It is held that conditions of social, civil, and political life in Mexico 
were such that the Bible could not be used on the Masonic altar, with- 
out disturbing the peace and harmony of the institution. 

The requirement of the Bible on the altar can only be demanded 
from nations recognizing the Bible to be their revelation of a Supreme 
Being. Masonry is not religion, either Pagan, Mohammedan, or Chris- 
tian, and only requires that its cornerstone, “a belief in a Supreme 
Being,” shall be visibly expressed in Masonic assemblies, by the pres- 
ence on the altar of the accepted revelation, or acknowledgment of 
such belief, in whatever form the particular nation or people may 
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express this belief. If this is not true, the universality of Masonry is 
silly sentimentality. The demand for the presence of the Bible in 
Mexico was not unreasonable, as it is the recognized revelation of Ca- 
tholicism as well as Protestantism, with only the difference of version. 
The wording of the decree above mentioned leaves one with the impres- 
sion that it contains as much of diplomacy as sincerity, but the matter 
of sincerity could be left to the Masons (?) of Mexico and the God 
revealed in the “book of the Bible.” 

The initiation of women into the rites and mysteries of Masonry, 
and their admission to Masonic lodges, is the most difficult part of the 
problem to solve. 

There is no doubt regarding the existence of women’s lodges in 
Mexico, or of the authority under which they existed, for Brother Par- 
vin says: “He learned from masters of lodges and other officers of 
Mexican lodges, visited in the City of Mexico, that the women were 
accustomed to visit the men’s lodges at pleasure,” and “I saw charters, 
hanging upon the walls of the ante-room side by side with the char- 
ters of some four or five men’s lodges occupying the same hall. The 
charters were filled out upon the same blanks, and in the same man- 
ner, signed by the same grand officers, and with the great seal of the 
gran dieta, the only difference being the insertion in one of the names 
of women rather than of men. ” Some of the lodges which formed the 
gran dieta were of the York Rite, if the statement of Brother Miller 
of Kansas be true, “that York Rite Masonry instituted by Bro. Joel 
R. Poinsett (minister to Mexico) in 1825 never was extinct.” It is dif- 
ficult to understand how any Masons made under this rite, receiving 
instructions from a Mason of the United States, could so disregard 
and violate that which obtains in all the grand lodges of the United 
States as to have countenanced, sanctioned, or in any manner have 
been a party to such action. It will not do to say that the dormant 
period of those York lodges was sufficient for men to forget. From 
1825 to 1865 is a period of forty years, and no York Rite Mason made 
in 1825 and living until 1865, would have forgotten the fact that a wo- 
man under that rite could not be made a Mason. 

The decree of the gran dieta, dated August 12, 1895, simply forbids 
the “issuing of charters for lodges of women and the admission of 
women into Masonry, so long as a universal congress of the grand lodges of 
both hemispheres will make no correction in Masonic laws for the admission of 
women” and further prohibits the visitation of women to men’s lodges. 
It is also claimed that the charters which were issued to women have 
been revoked, but the fact does not appear in the decree quoted. That 
which we have italicized seems to indicate an unwillingness to be free, 
absolutely and forever, from the unlawful practices of the past. This 
is all the more apparent when it is considered that the edict was issued 
solely for the purpose of recognition, and under the pressure of the 
statement that recognition could not be secured without some such 
action. The decree cannot deprive the women who have been initi- 
ated, passed, and raised of the knowledge which they possess, and they 
are Masons, if this Mexican mixture is Masonry, and Brother Parvin, 
of Iowa, says it is. That which made the man a Mason made the wo- 
man a Mason, and in the absence of legislation suspending or expelling 
them or declaring that they were irregularlv-made Masons, these wo- 
men enjoy the distinction of “unaffiliated Masons in GOOD STAND- 
ING.” The brethren of that particular class may, perhaps, appreciate 
the accessions to their ranks. 
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New York, Kansas, Montana, North Dakota, Texas, and Iowa, ris- 
ing' above whatever doubt may exist regarding origin; above the posi- 
tive proof of irregular practices; and above the evident disregard of 
the written and unwritten law of Masonry, have recognized the gran 
dieta in all that fraternal recognition means, from the lofty plane of 
teaching the ‘’Mexican brethren the better way.” There can be no 
other solution of the problem; recognition cannot be extended by a 
grand lodge of the York Rite without the sacrifice of much that is in- 
volved in the requirements of origin, practice, and law. 

The correspondents of some other grand jurisdictions have not 
hesitated to pronounce the gran dieta “clandestine,” or use language 
equivalent thereto. This brings to view the possibility of disturbances 
among the grand lodges of the United States, which is a matter of far 
more consequence than even the existence of the gran dieta. 

The grand lodge, which officially determines that the gran dieta 
is “clandestine,” must then and there sever all fraternal relations 
with any and all bodies recognizing the gran dieta, or it also becomes 
tainted with the same malady. These are cold, hard facts, and there 
is need to “think twice” before we act. Brethren, the request for 
recognition must and will come, and it is your duty and obligation from 
personal examination and research to be able to act intelligently in 
this matter. 

It will be observed that Brother Alexander has breadth enough 
to see that the only claim of Masonry to universality rests on the 
catholic basis of the fraternity, and not on its geographical distribu- 
tion. 

His predecessor, Brother Eggleston, author of the Virginia re- 
port of 1896, had thus referred to one point raised by Brother Alex- 
ander: 

“Of course we can only give the views of this committee, but it is 
safe to say that Virginia will never consent to recognize anything by 
any name as a grand lodge unless it be a sovereign grand lodge of an- 
cient York Rite Masons, free from all stain and taint of heresy to our 
rite, and only those grand lodges which give the Holy Bible the first 
place on their altars. As for the woman question, it is not, from our 
standpoint, even debatable. We express no opinion as to what the 
grand lodge may see fit to do as to withdrawing its recognition from 
those grand lodges which see fit to enter into treaties and exchange 
visits with such bodies as the Gran Dieta Simbolica.” 

West Virginia: Grand Master Gibson says; 

I hope the chaotic condition of Masonry in Mexico will be soon 
changed into the true practices and teachings of ancient craft Ma- 
sonry with the Bible on every lodge altar, and a constitution forbid- 
ding any lodge to make Masons of women and atheists. With the true 
Masonry well established in Mexico, I would be heartily in favor of 
recognizing the lodges of that great sister republic, united as it is in 
destiny with our own glorious country in the march of freedom, lib- 
erty, and happiness. We hold fast to the true ancient craft Masonry, 
and we cannot at this unsettled stage of Mexican Masonry, give Ma- 
sonic recognition to the strangely mixed assembly of Bibleless Ma- 
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sonry and millinery under the control of the grand dieta. We will see 
them later; some other day. 

M. W. Brother Atkinson says under Delaware: 

I observe that he is unalterably opposed to the recognition of the 
Gran Dieta Simbolica of Mexico. He stands about on the same plat- 
form that I do in regard to this subject. He, however, lays a little 
more stress upon the grand orient origin of the dieta than I do. I 
would be willing to waive that objection — and I confess it is by no 
means unimportant — if the dieta could purge itself of women Masons 
and the ignoring of the Bible. But how are they going to do this? 
How are they going to get rid of the female timber which they have 
already worked into the temple? And how are they going to bleach 
out the Roman Catholic prejudice against the general use of the Pro- 
testant translation of the Bible? According to my way of thinking, 
they simply cannot cure these evils; and until they do it, the dieta 
should never be placed on an equality with our American Masonry. 

Which impels us to ask, Why is the grand orient origin of the 
gran dieta important if it does not involve the question of legitimacy? 
If it does inxolve that how can he waive his objection? 

At times Brother ATKINSON seems inclined to recognize the Mexi- 
can body if he can be satisfied that the Bible is given its proper place 
and the women are excluded, and that the present attitude of the gran 
dieta in these respects is not a temporary makeshift; and at others he 
is sufficiently haunted by the recollection of his promise to discount- 
enance all dissenters from the original plan of Masonry, as to be un- 
able to see how he can ever recognize a body whose unlawful practices, 
whether now abandoned or not, stamp it as the unmistakable offspring 
of illegitimacy. 

WISCONSIN: M.W. Aldro Jenks, committee on correspondence, 
reported his full concurrence in the opinion of the great majority of 
investigators, that the time has not arrived when this body should re- 
ceive fraternal recognition, and thus states the facts upon which his 
judgment is based: 

In its constitution, originally, it required lodges to use upon their 
altars the “Ancient Constitutions.” By this act it departed from the 
ancient landmarks, excluding the Bible, and extinguishing the First 
Great Light in Masonry. In practice a Spanish translation of Ander- 
son’s Constitutions of 1723, was used upon the altars, except in a few 
lodges composed principally of American residents. In 1891 the gran 
dieta authorized the conferring of the degrees in its lodges upon wo- 
men. Later it chartered three lodges composed of women. The de- 
grees conferred upon the women were the same as those conferred 
upon the men. If this Mexican product is Masonry then these women 
were Masons; as much so as a person physicially disqualified who has 
received the degrees in a regularly chartered lodge. 

Immediately after its birth the gran dieta began pushing itself 
forward to obtain recognition by the various English speaking grand, 
lodges. In 1893 a knowledge of its evil practices began to be dissemi- 
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nated throughout the Masonic world. At first the officers of the gran 
dieta flatly denied that it had excluded the Bible from its lodges or 
that it had authorized the conferring of the decrees upon women. 
Later, when the whole truth could not be concealed, it admitted that 
the Bible was not used upon its altars, but said such use was not ex- 
pressly forbidden, and that on account of public sentiment it was not 
expedient to so use it. In regard to the charge of having conferred 
the degrees upon women, it said that the degrees conferred were only 
those of adoptive Masonry, and similar to the degrees of the Eastern 
Star. 

Finally when the truth could no longer be concealed, it adopted, 
in 1895, edicts which it claims have restored the Bible to its proper 
place in the lodge and forever excluded women from its lodges, and at 
the same time revoked the charters of the women lodges, and once 
again is knocking at the doors of the American grand lodges for rec- 
ognition. The plea that is now made in favor of its recognition is that 
it has abandoned its evil practices, and ought to be recognized in order 
to assist it in obtaining submission on the part of the constituent lodges 
of Mexico, grand and subordinate. The edict by which it claims to 
have restored the Bible reads as follows: 

“All lodges shall place on the altar of O.B. the book of the Bible, 
which shall be the foundation in ritualistic Masonry and for the ob- 
servance of all regular Masons, the same as the book of Constitutions and 
over both a square and compasses.” (The italics are ours.) 

Under this edict it is in order to inquire which is the Great Light 
in Masonry, the Bible or a Spanish translation of Anderson’s Consti- 
tutions? Is one entitled to any more reverence or consideration than 
the other? 

It is evident that this edict is a compromise merely, dictated by 
policy, and adopted in the hopes that it will satisfy the scruples of the 
American grand lodges and secure recognition at their hands, with- 
out in any way offending the liberal ideas of its own members. 

Concerning the conferring of the degrees upon women, the follow- 
ing edicts were adopted: 

“The gran dieta will not facilitate (permit), for any cause or mo- 
tion, the granting letters patent for lodges of women as long as a uni- 
versal congress of the grand lodges of both hemispheres will make no correction 
{change) in Masonic laws for the admission of women into Masonry 

“The grand lodges and lodges are absolutely prohibited under the 
penalty of irregularity from admitting to their works (privileges) per- 
sons of the feminine sex.” 

(Again the italics are ours.) This reads to us more like a tempo- 
rary suspension, than an entire abandonment of the practice. 

Upon the promulgation of these edicts most of the subordinate 
lodges and state grand lodges withdrew their allegiance from the Gran 
Dieta Simbolica. 

In another portion of this report we expressed the hope that we 
might refer briefly to some questions of fact raised by the rejoinder 
of Brother Miller, of Kansas, to our report of last year. A consid- 
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erable portion of the rejoinder is given to discrediting our statements 
and inferences by showing that we are largely indebted to the Chism 
pamphlets for our facts. He says: 

We desire in conclusion as we present “Jekyll” Chism and “Hyde” 
Chism for comparison, to remind our readers that from bottom of 
foundation to copestone, the structure raised by Bro. R. has been 
composed almost exclusively of Chism, and even now though expelled 
from and having no connection with Symbolic Masonry of the first 
three degrees, of -the kind acknowledged by Bro. R. still the latter 
with a courtesy as rare as it is unparalleled in aught recorded of him, in- 
sists on still according him fraternal recognition as “Brother Chism,” 
although he well knows that to do so he must accord recognition as 
well to the “Holy Empire” across the Rio Grande. 

Brother Miller is too well aware of our opinion as to the capac- 
ity of a supreme council to confer the Masonic status upon any per- 
son, man or woman, not to know that we do not accord the title of 
brother to “Brother Chism” upon any ground involving recognition 
of “the ‘Holy Empire’ across the Rio Grande,” which has assumed, 
and for aught we know still assumes the power to do both, and from 
which imperial fountain the body on the other side of that river, re- 
cently recognized as Masonic by the Grand Lodge of Kansas, mani- 
festly derived its contempt for the Salic law. 

We neither know nor care upon what grounds the imperial au- 
thorities in Mexico continue to accord the fraternal title to Brother 
Chism; we only know that it was conferred upon him by a competent 
body of Free and Accepted Masons, working under the authority of 
the Grand Lodge of Missouri, and that he is entitled to wear it until 
dispossessed by some body of Masons equally lawful. 

Brother Miller resorts to the “deadly parallel,” or parallel col- 
umns to show that Brother Chism has made conflicting statements. 
The only trouble with this is that he stops too soon for the object he 
has in view. Brother Chism does not show up to very good advantage 
— although one of the parallels is far from “deadly” — but the lines 
would have to be both lengthened and strengthened before they would 
offset the amount of truth he has told respecting Mexican “Masonry,” 
and the presumption which that fact carries with it as against those 
whose unveracity has been both proven and confessed (See Brother 
Coxe’s report supra). 

Brother Miller does not answer our question whether during the 
time the Grand Lodge Valle de Mexico, No. 1, was under the jurisdic- 
tion of the supreme council, and yet, according to his statement, still 
preserved its character as a grand lodge, it issued the charters of the 
fifty-one symbolic lodges it comprised in 1878, or whether they were 
issued by the supreme council, but says: 

Brother R. seems to think it a strange proceeding if the Grand 
Lodge Valle de Mexico during the time it was subordinate to the 
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supreme council, could issue a charter without the signature of the 
sovereign grand commander to make it valid. If our distinguished 
brother had drawn upon his general information in regard to the rela- 
tions between the General Grand Chapter and the Grand Chapter of 
Illinois, he would have omitted that idea as indefensible. 

Taking this hint and drawing upon our general information re- 
specting the relations referred to, we find nothing to bar our question. 
We find that the Grand Chapter of Illinois issues its own charters, but 
that this has no bearing upon the question asked by us. Drawing 
upon our general information as to the relations of a so-called grand 
lodge and the supreme council under the grand orient system, we find 
that the simulacrum of a grand lodge does not issue its own charters 
but that they are issued by the supreme council, or, if there is any 
nominal exception to this rule, the instrument has no validity until 
vised by the grand commander. 

Brother Miller compels us to again recur to the organization of 
the Grand Lodge of Pennsylvania in order to vindicate the truth of 
history, and to let the facts properly characterize the following: 

With that grave disregard for history, which permits him to sub- 
stitute instead his lack of information, Brother R. quotes us and com- 
ments thereon as follows: 

In 1898 Brother Miller said: 

We incline to the opinion without verifying it by any special re- 
search that other bodies than the Provincial Grand Lodge of Penn- 
sylvania utterly dissolved their connection with the Grand Lodge of 
England, or provincial authority thereunder, and, having done so 
therewith without the authority or regularity of any legitimate war- 
rant issued from any Grand Lodge of Free and Accepted Masons, but 
simply of their own volition as aggregations of unaffiliated Masons, 
met together and organized grand lodges that at the time of their as- 
sembly were not even able to meet together under, and did not have 
the sanction of a lawful warrant from any legitimate Masonic source 
whatever. 

Of this we ventured to say that “lodges dissolving their connec- 
tion with a provincial grand lodge, still retaining their warrants, could 
not have lacked authority.” 

Brother Miller in reply: 

The speculation that lodges dissolving their connection with a 
provincial grand lodge, still retaining their warrants, could not have 
lacked authority, may be true, but that is not the issue; the issue is 
upon lodges “which dissolved their connection with a provincial grand 
lodge — repudiated the authority of their warrants by enactment, and 
without warrants or any other authority, through their representa- 
tives, met, organized a grand lodge, and started in business as Masons 
without the sanction of a lawful warrant of any character. 

Whereupon we said: 

We beg to insist that that is the issue, because we know of no lodges 
in Pennsylvania that dissolved their connection with an English pro- 
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vincial grand lodge, except the lodges which united to form the pres- 
ent Grand Lodge of Pennsylvania, and they did not repudiate the 
authority of their warrants by enactment in any other sense than 
all lodges do when met to organize an independent grand lodge. They 
simply ‘‘closed the provincial grand lodge forever” and immediately 
organized an independent grand lodge. The question whether in the 
process of dissolving the old and organizing the new there was a mo- 
ment of time when events paused on the “dead center” and left the 
lodges resting on nothing is scarcely worth discussing, it being iden- 
tical with the question whether the brethren then met in provincial 
grand lodge for the purpose of forming an independent grand lodge, 
by the act of closing the former revoked the charters under which the 
lodges acted who sent them there. 

Brother Miller now says: 

Brother Charles E. Meyer, the historian of Pennsylvania, has 
given us the following record of action taken at the quarterly com- 
munication of the Provincial Grand Lodge of Pennsylvania (acting 
under a warrant from the Grand Lodge of England), held September 
25, 1786. It was— 

“ Resolved , That this grand lodge is and ought to be a grand lodge 
independent of Great Britain or any other authority whatever, and 
that they are not under any ties to any other grand lodge, except 
those of brotherly love and affection, which they will always be happy 
to cultivate and preserve with all lodges throughout the globe.” 

Upon which, says Brother Meyer, “The grand lodge, acting by 
virtue of a warrant from the Grand Lodge of England, was then 
closed forever.” 

If this was not a repudiation of the English warrant then we fail 
to understand what words expressed in the courteous manner required 
of Masons would be sufficiently strong to make it such. 

More than this, they made it impossible, by lapse of time, for any 
possibility of a “dead centre.” It is true they met the next day, but 
effected no new organization , simply continued the officers and machinery 
of the defunct organization until the time of the December election, 
thus clearly indicating that their former meeting and action were 
simply for the purpose of repudiating the warrant under which they 
had acted as a grand lodge, which joined to the dissolution of such 
body, carried with them the repudiation of each and every warrant 
issued by such provincial grand lodge. 

Italics ours: We now quote from Brother Drummond's contribu- 
tion to Yorston’s edition of Gould’s History, Vol. iv, p. 373, the matter 
immediately following the resolution quoted above by Brother Miller* 

“The grand lodge ‘acting by virtue of a warrant from the Grand 
Lodge of England, was closed forever.’ The next day, September 26, 
1786, the representatives of thirteen lodges met in convention and 
voted to form a grand lodge, and that the late grand officers be con- 
tinued as officers of the Grand Lodge of Pennsylvania, under the old 
rules and regulations, until others should be adopted. The grand lodge 
was then opened , the proceedings of the convention read and ‘unani- 
mously agreed to.’ A committee was appointed to draft a form of a 
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warrant for lodges, and to write a letter to the Grand Lodge of Eng- 
land taking final leave of them.” 

The italics are again ours, and they sufficiently show whether a 
new organization was effected. 

We are quite willing to agree that the resolution was a “repudia- 
tion” of the English warrant by virtue of which the provincial grand 
lodge was held, but the proceedings contain no hint that the grand 
lodge ever entertained the idea of revoking its own warrants by 
whose authority its constituent lodges held. On the contrary it is 
manifest that their authority was considered ample until they were 
replaced by the new form for which provision was made. 

We here reproduce from our report of last year a portion of the 
remarks of M.W. Brother Fellows, of Louisiana, which render his 
last report an invaluable legacy to the craft. They are essential here 
to a full and ready understanding of the comments of M.W. Brother 
Drummond, which, on account of their importance, and for working 
reasons— which only our printer can appreciate — we have reserved 
for the close of this topic: 

Brother Parvin, in his statement, gives, generally, a history of 
Masonry in Mexico, in which he mentions the existence of “York 
Rite” lodges, side by side with “Scotch Rite” lodges, but a careful 
reading of his statement will show that all these lodges of either rite 
ceased long prior to what he terms the revival of Masonry in Mexico. 

The chairman of this committee well knows that, in I860, Bro. 
Charles Laffon, of New Orleans, then a member of the supreme coun- 
cil of the southern jurisdiction, went to Mexico to establish Masonry 
and a supreme council in that country. We have yet to learn that 
there was a single lodge in existence in Mexico at that time. I know 
that he made a number of sovereign grand inspectors general (Thirty- 
third Degree Masons), established the supreme council, and there being 
no affiliated Masons in the country — so I understand from him on his 
return— he made Masons, and created them Thirty-thirds. If there 
were lodges or Masons in Mexico at that time, he did not so report 
(and there may have been), I would like to see some proof of the fact. 

Now, I do not think Brothers Drummond, Miller, Hedges, or Par- 
vin will fail for a moment to admit that every profane made a Mason 
by Brother Laffin, in 1860, was a clandestine made Mason, and that 
though at the time he gave them the degrees up to the Thirty-third 
inclusive, they were still clandestine and could never be recognized, 
not even healed, but could become Masons only by being made in some 
legitimate and regular lodge, nor can they but admit the conclusion 
which must necessarily follow, that these clandestine Masons could 
do no legitimate work, not even if they had the Thirty-third Degree 
and they were a supreme council, received in the manner above set 
forth. If that supreme council — the Supreme Council of Mexico — 
thus created, has made Masons of profanes and constituted lodges of 
those thus made, such persons are clandestine made Masons, and the 
lodges are clandestine and incapable of forming a grand lodge and 
should not be recognized. 
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I know how the Supreme Council of Mexico originated (as above), 
and, I believe, indeed it is asserted by the friends of the gran dieta 
and by Brother Parvin, that it created lodges, and that these lodges 
are part of the constituents of the several grand lodges of Mexico of 
the past and the gran dieta. 

To this Brother Drummond replies: 

We do “fail to admit” his proposition: if a supreme council can 
create lodges, it creates them in accordance with its own laws ; according 
to Brother Fellows, there was no grand lodge there and no lodge even; 
masonically speaking, the country was absolutely open to any Masonic 
power to establish Masonry there without infringing the jurisdiction 
of any other power in the least; if, under the laws of a supreme coun- 
cil, one of its members is authorized, in such a country, to confer the 
degrees to establish Masonry there, his acts are valid; the proposition 
that a profane can be made a Mason only in a regular lodge has ex- 
ceptions; if not, Richard Yaux lived and died a clandestine Mason, as 
well as many others, who have been everywhere recognized as regular. 

The fact is that the admission that a supreme council can create 
lodges, carries with it necessarily the admission that a supreme coun- 
cil can make Masons, and that Masons made in accordance with its 
laws are regular. 

At last the imperial camel whose importunity was rewarded by 
permission to put his shivering and guileless nose within the warm 
tent is fully inside, hump and all, and if the original occupant finds 
it crowded, uncomfortable, and unsanitary, he can “hump himself” 
and get out. 

“The admission that a supreme council can create lodges carries 
with it necessarily the admission that a supreme council can make 
Masons, and that Masons made in accordance with its laws are regu- 
lar,” and if the position taken by Brother Drummond is correct it 
can absolve its members from the engagements which made them 
Masons before they affiliated with it or with any of its subordinate 
bodies. It can clothe them with the purple that makes them all grand 
masters the moment they get outside of the territory “occupied” by the 
Masonry whose vows they took, conscience free to repudiate the con- 
dition upon which their own Masonic status was acquired, viz.: that 
the substance of doctrine which confers that status is only operative 
when communicated where according to its own terms it only can be 
communicated — within the body of a just and lawfully constituted 
lodge. 

Brother Drummond will not claim— perhaps we ought rather to 
say that Brother Drummond’s numerous utterances on the subject 
warrant us in believing that he will not claim that a grand lodge can 
confer upon the grand master the power to make Masons at sight, but 
on the contrary that it is a prerogative of his office, which the grand 
lodge can neither confer nor alienate; but, if his assumptions are cor- 
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rect, a supreme council which — the first of its line — came into exist- 
ence less than a hundred years ago, can authorize any one of its members 
to go into the unoccupied territory and make Masons at sight without 
let or hindrance, and his acts will be valid! Add to this a fact which 
Brother Fellows did not mention, but of which Brother Drummond is 
fully cognizant— because he himself says that the first supreme council 
based its system upon the symbolic degrees under the sole control of 
the grand lodge — that Bro. Albert Pike, for thirty years the sov- 
ereign grand commander of the parent supreme council — the same to 
which Brother D. subjunctively alludes as creating lodges “m accord- 
ance with its own laws,” and of which Brother Laffon was a member — 
says that the constitutions of the Scottish Rite do not and never did 
assume to authorize the conferring the degrees of Symbolic Masonry, 
and this last deliverance — the very apotheosis of dissent from the orig- 
inal plan of Masonry becomes inexplicable. 

To show that we have not been unjustifiably suspicious when we 
have warned our brethren who value above all things the integrity of 
Free and Accepted Masonry, to beware of every attempt to commit 
them to the heresy that some other Masonry than that may under any 
conditions create lodges that are recognizable as a lawful basis for a 
grand lodge, it is only necessary to look through the records of the 
year under review to see manifest the hands of the propaganda. In 
the face of suspicious decrees for the reform of abuses at first vigor- 
ously denied and reluctantly confessed when longer concealment was 
impossible, and when all the conditions are such that common prudence 
would dictate caution instead of haste, the immediate recognition fer- 
ment continues to bubble in grand lodges of which recognition has never 
been asked by the gran dieta; notwithstanding the alleged and partly 
confessed disintegration of that body the campaign for recognition 
goes on as actively as ever, and not one of the active promoters of 
recognition who have the ear of the Craft, has called attention to 
the question whether the disruption has gone to the extent of leaving 
the organization in an unrecognizable condition when tested by the 
canon that to entitle a body to recognition it must have the allegiance 
of a majority of the lodges existing in the territory where its claim 
to jurisdiction was made. 

NEGRO MASONRY. 

After a slumber somewhat longer than Rip Van Winkle’s famous 
nap, the subject of Negro Masonry comes to the front through the ac- 
tion of the Grand Lodge of Washington on a communication from some 
colored Masons, received and referred last year, as noted in our re- 
port. 

The Washington proceedings have not yet come to hand, the delay 
being chiefly due to the sad bereavement of Grand Master Upton, who 
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lost his wife about the middle of August, after an illness that kept him 
at her bedside for weeks. 

Through the courtesy of M.W. Brother Uptqn, whose thoughtful- 
ness under such trying circumstances we highly appreciate, we have 
been favored with a copy of the report of the special committee, re” 
printed from the grand lodge proceedings, and both on account of the 
intrinsic importance of the subject, and the ability, erudition, and 
truly Masonic spirit which characterize the report, we are glad to 
place it before our readers, together with the action of the grand 
lodge thereon: 


REPORT OF SPECIAL COMMITTEE. 

Bro. T. M. Reed, for the special committee appointed at the last 
annual session of the grand lodge (Proceedings, 1897, p. 188) to report 
upon a communication received from certain persons claiming to be 
“Free and Accepted Masons of African descent,” and alleging their 
legitimacy in that regard, submitted the following report, which he 
stated had been prepared by Bro. Wm. H. Upton and was most heartily 
concurred in bv the other members of the committee. On motion, the 
report, including the resolutions proposed by the committee, was 
adopted, — the vote being almost unanimous: 

To the M. W. Grand Lodge of Washington: 

At our last annual communication a petition, in the form of a let" 
ter addressed to this M.W. grand lodge by Gideon S. Bailey and Con 
A. Rideout, was referred to this committee, with instructions to re- 
port in relation thereto, at this time. 

In the letter, the writers claim to be Free and Accepted Masons 
of African descent, and members in good standing of lodges in the 
United States existing by authority originally derived from the Grand 
Lodge of England. Their communication is respectful in tone and 
couched in familiar Masonic phraseology; it correctly states certain 
fundamental principles of Masonry which the writers deem pertinent 
to their prayer; and breathes, throughout, the spirit of our institu- 
tion. Its burden is comprehended in its prayer, — that this M.W. grand 
lodge “devise some way whereby we [the writers of the letter] as true, 
tried, and trusty Masons, having been regularly initiated, passed, and 
raised, can be brought into communication with, and enjoy the fra- 
ternal confidence of the members of the Craft in this state.” 

Inasmuch as the writers also urge that, as Afro-Americans, their 
claim to consideration is not less than that of the Kanaka, the Arab, 
the Egyptian or other races whom we freely recognize as brethren, 
there would be no impropriety in the grand lodge’s expressing what 
we have no doubt is the emphatic opinion of all its members: That 
Masonry is universal, and neither race nor color can legitimately be 
made a test of worthiness to share in its mysteries. But for the grand 
lodge to do this, and stop there, would be to give these petitioners a 
stone where they ask for bread; for what they really seek is recogni- 
tion of the right of the bodies in which they were initiated to make 
Masons. In other words, they raise the large question of the legiti- 
macy of the so-called “Negro Masonry” of the United States. 
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PRELIMINARY QUESTIONS. 

Your committee deemed it its first duty to ascertain who the pe- 
titioners were, and whether they were entitled to be called Masons, 
even from the standpoint of the negro lodges. We learned that both 
are reputable citizens of this state, residents of Seattle. Mr. Bailey 
was formerly a justice of the peace of King county, and Mr. Rideout 
is a practicing attorney. Mr. Bailey’s Masonic standing — from the 
standpoint of the negro bodies — is unexceptionable. He received the 
degrees in a lodge chartered by the (colored) Grand Lodge of Illinois; 
the latter bodv was formed by lodges chartered by the (colored) Grand 
Lodge of Ohio; and the latter by lodges chartered by the (colored) 
Grand Lodge of Pennsylvania, a body which was formed in 1815 by 
lodges existing by authority derived from Prince Hall, of whom we 
shall speak further, presently. 

Mr. Rideout appears to have been initiated in a lodge chartered by 
the (colored) Grand Lodge of Florida. The latter owed its origin to 
the “Hiram” Grand Lodge of Pennsylvania, which we shall mention 
later on. 

Being satisfied that the petition comes from men who are acting 
in good faith, and is entitled to respectful consideration, your com- 
mittee found themselves confronted at the outset by the question 
whether a grand lodge is the body to which this application should 
have been made. Without answering this question in the negative, 
and, indeed, not ignoring the fact that grand lodges have not infre- 
quently appeared to consider themselves authorized to dispose of ques- 
tions like those presented by this petition, your committee are inclined 
to doubt whether the question whether a particular man shall be rec- 
ognized as a brother Mason does not fall to the lodge rather than the 
grand lodge to decide, in the first instance. — if not to the individual 
Mason rather than to the lodge. If a stranger applies to visit one of 
our lodges, he is examined by a committee of two brethren; and upon 
their judgment as to his standing, he is admitted, if admitted at all. 
And it is no uncommon experience for an individual Mason to be called 
upon to decide for himself whether a stranger who hails him has the 
right to claim the name of brother. Without pressing this question 
further, your committee would express a doubt whether a mere ma- 
jority vote of the grand lodge upon what is largely a question of his- 
tory and a matter of opinion, ought to bind each individual Mason of 
the grand jurisdiction either, on the one hand, to spurn one who is, in 
his judgment, a true and lawful brother, or, on the other, to converse 
Masonically with one whom he honestly believes to be a clandestine 
Mason. 

The question of the legitimacy of the lodges existing among the 
colored men of the United States is no new one. It has been warmly 
and ably discussed from time to time; and was quite fully examined 
over twenty years ago, when a proposal in the (white) Grand Lodge of 
Ohio — recommended by the grand master and favorably reported by 
the committee to which it had been referred — to recognize as a law- 
ful body the negro grand lodge which has existed in that state since 
1849, was defeated b} 7 a very slender majority. Hence your committee 
have not approached the subject as a new one, or as one with which 
we were unfamiliar. At our first conference, soon after our appoint- 
ment, we discovered that all three of us were practically of the same 
opinion upon the principal question involved, as a result of previous 
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study of the subject. Nevertheless, during - the year we have refreshed 
our impressions by reviewing again the literature of the subject, and 
by further reflection. 

ORIGIN OF THE NEGRO LODGES. 

The origin of Masonry among the negroes of the United States 
was as follows: 

On March 6, 1775, an army lodge, warranted by the Grand Lodge 
of England, and attached to one of the regiments stationed under Gen- 
eral Gage, in Boston, Mass., initiated Prince Hall and fourteen other 
colored men of Boston into the mysteries of Freemasonry. From that 
beginning, with small additions from foreign countries, sprang the 
Masonry among the negroes of America. These fifteen brethren were 
probably authorized by the lodge which made them — according to the 
custom of the day— to assemble as a lodge. At least they did so, but 
it does not appear that they did any “work” until after they were reg- 
ularly warranted. They applied to the Grand Lodge of England for a 
warrant, March 2, 1784, It was issued to them, as “African Lodge, 
No. 459.” with Prince Hall as master, September 29, 1784, but not re- 
ceived until May 2, 1787. The lodge was organized under the warrant 
four days later. It remained upon the English registry — occasionally 
contributing to the grand charity fund — until, upon the amalgama- 
tion of the rival grand lodges of the “Moderns” and the “Ancient3 ,, 
into the present United Grand Lodge of England, in 1813,' it and the 
other English lodges in the United States were erased. 

Brother Prince Hall, a man of exceptional ability, worked zeal- 
ously in the cause of Masonry; and, from 1782 until his death in 1807, 
exercised all the functions of a provincial grandmaster. In 1797 he is- 
sued a license to thirteen black men who had been made Masons in 
England to “assemble and work” as a lodge in Philadelphia. Another 
lodge was organized, by his authority, in Providence, R.I. In 1808 
these three lodges joined in forming the “African Grand Lodge” of 
Boston — now the “Prince Hall Grand Lodge of Massachusetts” — and 
Masonry gradually spread over the land. 

The second colored grand lodge, called the “First Independent Af- 
rican Grand Lodge of North America in and for the commonwealth of 
Pennsylvania” was organized in 1815; and the third was the “Hiram 
Grand Lodge of Pennsylvania.” These three grand bodies fully rec- 
ognized each other in 1817, by joining in forming a national grand 
lodge (now virtually extinct); and, as practically all the negro lodges 
in the United States are descended from one or the other of these, we 
need pursue the history no further. 

After this plain statement of universally admitted facts concern- 
ing the origin of the negro lodges, brethren to whom the subject is a 
new one will no doubt be surprised to learn that many excuses for de- 
nying their regularity have been given. 

In our opinion, the conclusions and sentiments that have influenced 
the action of the great majority of those American Masons who have 
decided against the negro Masons after investigating their claims, 
are accurately expressed — though with unusual frankness — in the fol- 
lowing extracts from a letter written by our late brother, Gen. Al- 
bert Pike, in 1875. Brother Pike said: 
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“Prince Hall Lodge was as regular a lodge as any lodge created 
by competent authority, and had a perfect right (as other lodges in 
Europe did) to establish other lodges, and make itself a mother lodge. 
That’s the way the Berlin Lodges, Three Globes, and Royal York, be- 
came grand lodges. 

*#•*#****■* 

“I am not inclined to meddle in the matter. I took my obligations 
to white men, not to negroes. When I have to accept negroes as broth- 
ers or leave Masonry, I shall leave it. 

“Better let the thing drift. Apres nous ie deluge 

OBJECTIONS TO THEIR LEGITIMACY. 

We havedenominated the objections which have been urged against 
the regularity of the negro lodges, “excuses” rather than “reasons,” 
because, while some of them are plausible at first sight, or to those 
but slightly acquainted with the history and principles of Masonry, 
we do not think there is a single one of them that would have been 
seriously urged by well-informed brethren but for the existence of the 
race antipathy which has for generations caused the white man and 
the black to remain at a seemingly perpetual distance in all social 
matters — that feeling which led Brother Pike, as we have seen, to re- 
fuse to be governed by the dictates of his own judgment as to their 
legitimacy. < 

It would be impossible, within reasonable limits, to discuss all these 
objections. The literature of the subject covers many hundreds of 
pages. It might suffice to say that, in the opinion of your committee, 
each objection has been fully met and completely answered, over and 
over again. Yet we deem it our duty to call the attention of the grand 
lodge to three of them which seem to be regarded as the most import- 
ant by those who have opposed recognition, and seem to us to be the 
only ones which would be seriously urged in our day. 

VALIDITY OF THEIR CHARTERS. 

First , admitting that Prince Hall Lodge, warranted by the Grand 
Lodge of England, was a regular lodge, it is pointed out that it was 
only a lodge, not a grand lodge; and it is claimed that, consequently, 
it or its master could not authorize the formation of other lodges. In 
answer to this we may say that it is by no means certain that Prince 
Hall was not dejure as well as de facto a provincial grand master. Many 
circumstances indicate that he was; and, in the opinion of many, a 
stronger showing in that direction has been made out for him than 
for Henry Price, of Massachusetts, through whom much of our own 
Masonry must be traced. But, without relying on that claim, we must 
remember that nineteenth-century usages cannot always be safely 
applied as a test of the regularity of eighteenth century acts. As al- 
ready intimated, instances are numerous where single lodges devel- 
oped into mother lodges; and cases are not wanting, in Europe and 
Asia, where individual Masons, on their own authority, set up lodges 
which were afterwards universally accepted as legitimate. To give 
but a few illustrations out of many which might be collected: 

In Scotland, Kilwinning Mother Lodge continued to warrant 
lodges long after the Grand Lodge of Scotland was organized. 

— h 
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In 1747 the Grand Lodge of Scotland recognized lodges formed in 
Turkey by one of her past grand officers, on his own personal respon- 
sibility. 

In his History of the Grand Lodge of Virginia, Brother John 
Dove says: 

“We have also evidence from the records of Falmouth Lodge, in 
Stafford county, that in the absence of a warrant from any grand 
lodge, the competent number of Master Masons being met and agreed, 
acted under this immemorial usage, only asking the nearest lodge in 
writing, and which document operated as their warrant, as will be 
seen by the records of Fredericksburg Lodge No. 4 in granting this 
privilege to the Masons in Falmouth. We are also justified in infer- 
ring that the military traveling lodges may have in many instances 
imparted the degrees of Masonry to persons of respectability residing 
at or near their place of encampment, and on leaving gave them a 
warrant to confer these degrees on others in lieu of a certificate of 
enrollment.” 

At the formation of the Grand Lodge of Virginia, this Frede- 
ricksburg Lodge was not able to claim a chartered existence prior to 
July 21, 1758; yet before that it had made George Washington a Ma- 
son in 1752, and had empowered five brethren to form Botetourt 
Lodge at Gloucester Court House. This Botetourt Lodge, which had 
no other warrant until 1773, joined in forming the Grand Lodge of 
Virginia, from which the Grand Lodge of Washington is descended. 

In a letter dated in 1783, the secretary of a lodge at Halifax, Nova 
Scotia, advised a brother against forming a lodge under an obsolete 
army warrant, and to wait for a new warrant, adding: 

“In the meantime I am ordered to acquaint you that you may at 
any time have from the lodges here a dispensation which will answer 
all the ends of a warrant.” 

In 1752, certain brethren in Boston, supposed to have been Scot- 
tish or “Ancient” Masons, finding themselves ignored by the “Mod- 
erns,” formed a lodge “upon the authority of immemorial usage prior 
to 1721,” and without any external authority whatsoever. The 3 r re- 
ceived a charter from the Grand Lodge of Scotland in 1760, becoming 
the St. Andrews Lodge, but it is known that they made Masons in 1753 
.and 1758. This lodge furnished to the Massachusetts Grand Lodge its 
first provincial grand master, the ever-illustrious General Joseph 
Warren who fell at Bunker Hill. 

Other instances might be cited, but we think we have given enough 
examples to show that usages prevailing a century ago — by which, of 
course, the validity of Prince Hall’s acts must be tested — differed 
radically from those of today. It may be well to bear in mind, also, 
that every one of the lodges in England which in 1752 formed the 
grand lodge of the so-called “Ancient Masons” — to which nearly every 
grand lodge in the United States except the negro grand lodge can trace 
its descent, in whole or in part — was formed in defiance of the regula- 
tion of 1721 which declared the grand master’s warrant necessary to 
make a lodge regular. 
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In fine, we think a recent writer — Bro. George W. Speth, editor 
of Ars Quatuor Coronatorum , states an incontrovertible historical fact 
when he says: 

“That throughout the last century, and well into this, lodges have 
been formed by British Masons without the previous consent or au- 
thority of the grand lodge or of the grand master * * * neither 
have the founders of such lodges ever been censured for their irregu- 
larity of conduct.” 

In brief, we do not think that a rule which is not immemorial but 
was slowly developed among the white Masons, can be successfully 
invoked, a century after the event, to overthrow lodges formed by 
Prince Hall, among people of another race. 

INVASION OF JURISDICTION. 

The second objection which we shall notice is, that the existence 
of negro lodges is in contravention of “the American Doctrine of Ex- 
clusive Grand Lodge Jurisdiction.” But what if it is? The Grand 
Lodge of Washington has repeatedly expressed its adherence to that 
doctrine, — sometimes perhaps in stronger terms than it would now use, 
in view of the wider diffusion of knowledge of the details of Masonic 
history; but it has never asserted that the doctrine is a landmark. 
Its very name — “the American doctrine”— shows that it is not. We 
might dismiss this objection with the remark that the notion that two 
regular grand lodges may not lawfully exist in the same state is a 
modern one which originated in this country at a comparatively late 
date, and has never been accepted in the British Isles or on the con- 
tinent of Europe; and, in the opinion of your committee, cannot justly 
be applied to test the regularity of bodies formed at a time when the 
doctrine was a novelty, and by a race who had not accepted it. 

In England, from 1725 to 1813 there were always two grand lodges, 
and at times there were three or four. In Scotland there were for 
years a grand lodge and a mother lodge. In early Irish history we 
find two grand lodges. In Prussia alone there are now and long have 
been three, dwelling together most amicably; and in all Germany 
eight or nine. In New York there have been three; in South Caro- 
lina two. There were two in Massachusetts prior to 1792; — not to cite 
innumerable other instances. The doctrine appears to have origi- 
nated — though in a much milder form than it is now put — in certain 
resolutions passed by one of the rival grand lodges in Massachusetts 
in 1782; and one of its most ardent advocates — Past Grand Master 
Gardner, of Massachusetts, — claimed that by that resolution “Massa- 
chusetts set the example of a revolution in Masonic government 

Being, then, not a landmark, but the result of a “revolution” from 
ancient usage, it seems evident to your committee that this doctrine 
cannot be justly or logically applied to test the regularity of the negro 
bodies. But the colored men suggest the further argument, that as 
the white grand lodges have always practically confined their opera- 
tions to the white race, and the colored grand lodges to the black, the 
law has not been broken, and there has been no real “invasion of juris- 
diction.” It must be admitted that, as used by the fathers, the term 
“Jurisdiction of a Grand Lodge” meant jurisdiction over its own lodges 
and their members, — not jurisdiction over land. 


116 


APPENDIX. — PART I. 


“free” or “freeborn.” 

The third and only other objection which your committee deem 
worthy of special notice relates to one of the practices of the negro 
lodges: They use the word “free” where we use the word “freeborn,” 
in testing the qualifications of a candidate. 

There is no written law of this jurisdiction requiring candidates 
to be “freeborn;” nor do we know of any case where one of our lodges 
has tested a candidate as to his status at birth. A single clause in 
our ritual contains our only allusion to the subject. 

Your committee, both by their early training and by what appears, 
from the manuscript constitutions, to have been the usage of the 
fathers for three centuries, are very strongly predisposed to the idea 
that only the freeborn should be made Masons. But it must be ad- 
mitted that the earliest Masonic manuscript that has escaped the 
devouring tooth of time, the Halliwell or Regius poem, not only desig- 
nates the qualifications as “/ree,” not “freeborn,” but joins with its only 
rival, in point of age, in assigning for the rule a reason which applies 
to the former word only; namely, that if a slave should be made a Ma- 
son his master might come to the lodge and demand his surrender, 
and dire consequence — even manslaughter — might ensue; for, as the 
Regius MS. aptly observes, 

“Gef yn the logge he were v-take, 

“Muche desese hyt mygth ther make, 


“For alle the masonus that ben there 
“Wol stonde togedur hoi y-fere.” 

But not relying alone upon claims to be drawn from these ancient 
documents, our colored brethren are able to point to at least one nota- 
ble champion of their practice. For in 1838 the Grand Lodge of Eng- 
land struck the word “freeborn” from its list of qualifications of 
candidates and substituted the word “free.” 

In view of this action on the part of a jurisdiction which we re- 
gard with peculiar reverence and affection, he would be a hardy man 
who would denouce this practice of the negro Masons as placing them 
beyond the pale of Masonry. 

And, whatever may be the true rule, even without the example of 
the Grand Lodge of England, we think our colored friends might suc- 
cessfully rely upon the plea that where one not possessed of the proper 
qualifications is initiated, he is nevertheless a Mason. Where women, 
or minors, or maimed men have been initiated, this rule has not been 
universally acknowledged; but we think it the better one and the one 
supported by the weight of authority. But — and we take no pleasure 
in mentioning it — in the too common case of the initiation of men who 
are lacking in the internal — the moral and intellectual — qualities that 
fit a man to be made a Mason, the rule has been unquestioned. 

Other objections to the legitimacy of the negro lodges have been 
urged; but in the opinion of your committee they are all based upon 
erroneous ideas of fact or law, and have been refuted so often that 
the time of this grand lodge should not be consumed by a discussion of 
them in this report. 
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CONCLUSIONS AS TO THEIR LEGITIMACY. 

What we have said has prepared the grand lodge for the state- 
ment that the opinion of this committee is that persons initiated in 
so-called negro lodges which can trace their origin to Prince Hall, or 
Prince Hall Lodge, No. 459, are as fully entitled to the name of Ma- 
sons and to brotherly recognition as any other Masons in the world. 

This opinion is shared by a great many distinguished Masons who 
have studied the subject. It is evidently the opinion of Robert Preke 
Gould, who says, in his monumental History of Freemasonry: 

“I am inclined to think that the claim of the black Mason to be 
placed on a footing of equality with the white one, is destined to pass 
through a somewhat similar ordeal in America to that which has been 
(in part) undergone by the famous Jewish question in Germany.” 

It was the opinion of the German historian Findel, who became 
the representative in Europe of the negro grand lodges. 

Bro. Albert Pike’s views we have already quoted. 

Bro. Theodore S. Parvin wrote, more than twenty years ago: 

“My opinion is that the negroes can make as good a show for the 
legality of their grand lodges as the whites can * * * I think we had 
much better acknowledge them than to blend them into our organ- 
izations.” 

Grand Master Griswold, of Minnesota, uses these words: 

“I am satisfied th.it the so-called irregularities attending the or- 
ganization of the first colored grand lodge in this country were fewer 
in number and of less importance than those pertaining to some other 
American grand lodges — grand lodges now venerable with age, to 
whom we look with feelings of reverence.” 

These quotations,! rom men who have stood high as Masonic jurists, 
might be multiplied indefinitely; but we think we have cited enough 
to show that our views are not singular or novel. 

We may add that some, at least, of the negro grand lodges are 
recognized by many grand bodies in Europe; and that it is known that 
their “work” is identical with ours in all essential particulars; that 
they include many of the best men among our colored fellow-citizens; 
and that their contributions to Masonic literature are creditable, and 
in some instances, notable. 

THEIR RIGHT TO VISIT. 

Under these circumstances, we think the prayer of the petitioners 
should be granted, if practicable. The prayer is that the grand lodge 
“devise some way” whereby they may be “brought into communica- 
tion” with their white brethren. We do not construe this prayer as 
asking that the harmony of our lodges be disturbed by the admission 
of unwelcome members or visitors. If we did, we should not hesitate 
to say to the petitioners that the doctrine that “no man can be en- 
tered a brother in any particular lodge, or admitted to be a member 
thereof, without the unanimous consent of all the members of that 
lodge then present,” is so well rooted in this jurisdiction, and, even 
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when extended to the case of Masons desirous of visiting- our lodges, 
has been found so productive of that harmony which is the strength 
and support of all institutions, more especially this of ours, that we 
are satisfied that no proposal to dispense with the requirement of 
unanimous consent before Masons made in negro lodges shall be re- 
ceived, either as members or visitors, would be tolerated in this grand 
lodge. 


THE HARMONY OF THE CRAFT. 

There is another question which, in our opinion, ought not to be 
overlooked in determining the matter under consideration; namely, 
would a recognition of the rights of these petitioners disturb the har- 
mony of our lodges, or that existing between us and other grand juris- 
dictions? Of course, none but prophets can do more than express an 
opinion on this point. Our opinion is that it would not. The experi- 
ence of the last thirty-five years indicates that social intimacy is not 
desired by either race. The recognition of the equality before the 
law, of white men and black men has, if anything, diminished rather 
than increased their social intimacy; and we do not anticipate that 
recognition of their Masonic equality would reverse the manifest 
tendency of the two races to exist apart in friendly separation. The 
requirement of unanimous consent will bar each race from the lodges 
of the other wherever objection exists; and, of course, no discord will 
arise where the desire for union is mutual and unanimous. 

Nor do we think any friction with sister grand lodges is to be ex- 
pected. A generation ago the situation was very different; but we 
think that if this grand lodge should refuse to longer ignore what 
seem to be plain facts of history and clear principles of Masonic law, 
at the present day its course would be universally applauded .outside 
of the United States, and its right would not.be seriously questioned 
in this country — particularly when we bear in mind that no proposal 
to enter into relations with the ne<rro grand lodges is involved. This 
belief is confirmed by recent events. Within the last few years five 
American grand lodges have accorded recognition to the Gran Dieta 
of Mexico, a body organized by men whose Masonic pedigree is not to 
be compared with that of the negro Masons of the United States, and 
one which, at the time some of these recognitions were accorded, was 
tolerating practices which are almost universally held to be in conflict 
with Masonic landmarks. Nevertheless, although the step thus taken 
by sister grand lodges has been viewed with sorrow and regret by an 
overwhelming majority of the Craft throughout the United States 
and throughout the world, yet in no single instance has any unfriendly 
legislation against any of the five grand lodges been even suggested. 
And should this grand lodge — in a nobler cause, and on behalf of breth- 
ren who have a greater claim upon us — elect to take a step which 
would be as beneficient as it would be just to thirty thousand Masons, 
and eight million of our countrymen, we do not doubt that our Masonic 
right to do so will be unhesitatingly conceded, even by those who differ 
most widely from us in opinion. 

But even were this not so, we do not doubt the determination of 
this grond lodge to ‘‘judge with candor;” and, at any cost, “our an- 
cient landmarks, and the ancient usages and customs of the fraternity 
to preserve sacred and inviolable.” 

Hence, in the opinion of your committee, but one other subject 
remains to be considered. It is but reasonable to expect that in the 
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near future our colored brethren will desire to have lodges in this great 
and growing commonwealth of Washington. If so, is it for the best 
interest of the fraternity that their lodges should be under the juris- 
diction of this grand lodge or not? 

Everything considered, your committee incline to believe that the 
time is not yet ripe for the union of our lodges and theirs, under one 
grand lodge. But your committee are very clearly of the opinion that 
if this grand lodge does not desire to grant charters to Masons made 
in the negro lodges, their right to procure charters elsewhere and set 
up a grand lodge of their own should be recognized; and that such a 
grand lodge, if we practically force our colored brethren to establish 
it, ought — so long as it limits its jurisdiction to men of the colored 
race — to be fraternally recognized by this grand lodge as a legitimate 
body, within that limit. 


RECOMMENDATIONS. 

Having thus set forth our views upon the important subject sub- 
mitted to us, your committee now submit to this M.W. grand lodge 
four resolutions, and recommend that they be adopted, to-wit: 

Resolved, That, in the opinion of this grand lodge, Masonry is uni- 
versal: and, without doubt, neither race nor color are among the tests 
proper to be applied to determine the fitness of a candidate for the 
degrees of Masonry. 

Resolved, That in view of recognized laws of the Masonic insti- 
tution, and of facts of history apparently well authenticated and 
worthy of full credence, this grand lodge does not see its way clear 
to deny or question the right of its constituent lodges, or of the mem- 
bers thereof, to recognize as brother Masons, negroes who have been 
initiated in lodges which can trace their origin to Prince Hall Lodge 
No. 459, organized under the warrant of our R.W. Brother Thomas 
Howard, Earl of Effingham, acting grand master, under the authority 
of H.R.H. Henry Frederick, Duke of Cumberland, etc., grand master 
of the Most Ancient and Honourable Society of F. & A. Masons in 
England, bearing date September 29, A.L. 5784, or to our R.W. Bro. 
Prince Hall, master of said lodge; and, in the opinion of this grand 
lodge, for the purpose of tracing such origin, the African Grand 
Lodge of Boston, organized in 1808 — subsequently known as the Prince 
Hall Grand Lodge of Massachusetts, the first African Grand Lodge 
of North America in and for the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania, or- 
ganized in 1815, and the Hiram Grand Lodge of Pennsylvania may 
justly be regarded as legitimate Masonic grand lodges. 

Resolved , That while this grand lodge recognizes no difference be- 
tweeen brethren based upon race or color, yet it is not unmindful of 
the fact that the white and colored races in the United States have 
in many ways shown a preference to remain, in purely social matters, 
separate and apart. In view of this inclination of the two races — 
Masonry being pre-eminently a social institution — this grand lodge 
deems it to the best interest of Masonry to declare that if regular 
Masons of African descent desire to establish, within the state of 
Washington, lodges confined wholly or chiefly to brethren of their 
race, and shall establish such lodges strictly in accordance with the 
landmarks of Masonry, and in accordance with Masonic law as here- 
tofore interpreted by Masonic tribunals of their own race, and if such 
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lodges shall in due time see fit in like manner to erect a grand lodge 
for the better administration of their affairs, this grand lodge, having 
more regard for the good of Masonry than for any mere technicality, 
will not regard the establishment of such lodges or grand lodge as an 
invasion of its jurisdiction, but as evincing a disposition to conform 
to its own ideas as to the best interests of the Craft under peculiar 
circumstances; and will ever extend to our colored brethren its sin- 
cere sympathy in every effort to promote the welfare of the Craft or 
inculcate the pure principles of our Art. 

Resolved , That the grand secretary be instructed to acknowledge 
receipt of the communication from Gideon S. Bailey and Con A. Ride- 
out, and forward to them a copy of the printed proceedings of this 
annual communication of the grand lodge, as a response to said com- 
munication. Fraternally submitted, 

Thomas M. Reed, 

Wm. H. Upton, 

J. E. Edmiston, 

Committee. 

We had occasion in 1871 to discuss the question of the legitimacy 
of African Lodge, in reviewing an address by M. W. William Sewall 
Gardner, then grand master of Massachusetts, delivered at the quar- 
terly communication of that grand lodge in March, 1870. 

The address was, as we then said, apparently a fair and square ef- 
fort to do that which a committee of the Grand Lodge of Massachu- 
setts ran away from — to meet by argument drawn from history, the 
claims advanced in the petition of certain colored Masons, of the col- 
ored organization there, to recognition. 

To do this he essayed to prove that in 1784, when African Lodge ob- 
tained its charter from the Grand Lodge of England, the American doc- 
trine of exclusive grand lodge jurisdiction had been fully established, it 
having been put forward in 1782 by the Massachusetts Grand Lodge, an 
independent grand lodge formed in 1777 by the constituents of the pro- 
vincial grand lodge set up by Gen. Joseph Warren by virtue of a 
deputation from the Grand Lodge of Scotland, and which expired with 
the death of the provincial grand master on Bunker Hill, June 17,1775, 
Brother Gardner claimed that on that March day in 1777 the “ ‘Mas- 
sachusetts Grand Lodge’ by a revolution and assumption of the powers, 
duties, and responsibilities of a grand lodge, became a free, independ- 
ent, sovereign grand lodge with a jurisdiction absolute, exclusive, and 
entire throughout the commonwealth of Massachusetts, ’’and said that 
“by this revolution and assumption, from that day to this, the Grand 
Lodge of Massachusetts, without interruption, had exercised all the 
plenary powers of a grand lodge.” 

How valueless this oracular declaration is as a historical basis for 
an argument against the legitimacy of African Lodge will be seen in 
spite of the misuse of “Massachusetts Grand Lodge” and Grand Lodge 
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of Massachusetts” as convertible terms, when it is recalled that in the 
declaration of principles, which was rather a justification of its right 
to exist as a free and independent body, performing the functions of 
a grand lodge, than an assertion of jurisdictional rights as against 
any other grand lodge than Scotland— to whom St. Andrew’s Lodge, 
the lodge of Warren, the late provincial grand master, was still pay- 
ing dues — the “Massachusetts Grand Lodge” (Ancients) appealed to 
the precedents of the mother country to justify its existence as an in- 
dependent body in a territory where another grand lodge (the St. 
John’s Grand Lodge, derived from the “Moderns,” through Price), al- 
ready existed. 

The “Massachusetts Grand Lodge” recognized the equal independ- 
ence of the St. John’s Grand Lodge, as is shown by the fact that it at 
no time assumed or claimed any authority over the constituents of 
that body, and took thq initiative in the negotiations for a conference 
looking to a perfect union of the two bodies, which was finally accom- 
plished in 1792, when the present Grand Lodge of Massachusetts was 
formed with John Cutler, grand master of St. John’s Grand Lodge, 
as its first grand master. 

The charter of African Lodge was granted by the Grand Lodge of 
England September 29, 1784, but was not received in Boston until April 
29, 1787, which Brother Gardner says was “ten years after the ‘Massa- 
chusetts Grand Lodge’ had asserted its freedom and independence; 
ten years after the American doctrine of grand lodge jurisdiction had 
been established.” 

The first half of this declaration is manifestly true; the second 
half as clearly not true. African Lodge had been a regularly char- 
tered body for eight years, and had been in possession of the parch- 
ment attesting that fact for five years when the first grand lodge came 
into existence, that was in a position to assert its jurisdiction over all 
the lodges in Massachusetts, or that ever claimed the right to do so; 
the declaration of the Massachusetts Grand Lodge — not made on the 
8th of March, 1777, as implied by Brother Gardner, but on the 6th of 
December, 1782 — when read by the light of contemporaneous events, 
being clearly intended to apply only to lodges of that ilk — the “An- 
cients,” and in fact only a diplomatic assertion that St. Andrew’s 
Lodge was rightfully under its jurisdiction and ought to pay dues to it 
instead of paying them to the Grand Lodge of Scotland. That the 
Massachusetts Grand Lodge never fully attained even this limited jur- 
isdiction is attested by the fact that St. Andrew’s Lodge continued 
throughout the whole period of the existence of that grand lodge — 
and for eighteen years afterward — under the authority of the Grand 
Lodge of Scotland and paid dues to that body. 
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Thus the fabric of “the American doctrine of exclusive grand lodge 
jurisdiction,” as applicable to the then condition of Masonry in Massa- 
chusetts, erected upon the assumption that the “Massachusetts Grand 
Lodge” was the Grand Lodge of Massachusetts, falls with its shadowy 
foundation to the ground, and with it vanishes the only possible ground 
— gauzy as it was— for the claim that the charter of African Lodge, 
granted by the same authority under which heldSt. John’s GrandLodge 
which united with the Massachusetts Grand Lodge to form the Grand 
Lodge of Massachusetts and gave to the first sovereign Masonic body 
in that commonwealth its first grand master, was invalid. 

Under all the canons governing the formation of grand lodges de- 
signed to claim exclusive jurisdiction within a given territory, and by 
every principle of Masonic equity, all lodges upon the registry of the 
grand lodges whose provincial off-shoots unite in such formation are 
equally entitled to be invited to participate in such action, and if 
African Lodge was left out in the cold when the Grand Lodge of Massa- 
chusetts was formed there is less ground for impugning its subsequent 
legitimacy than for questioning the validity of action attainted with 
conspiracy to rob it and its members of their rights. 

Another handicap has been attempted to be placed upon the claim 
of African Lodge to original legitimacy, the fact that it worked for 
several years before it received a charter. But this attempt fails be- 
cause the two oldest lodges then and now existing in Massachusetts, 
and everywhere recognized as legitimate, were handicapped in the 
same way. St. John’s Lodge, organized in 1733, was probably an unau- 
thorized and irregular body until legalized by the deputation to Tom- 
linson in 1737. St. Andrew’s Lodge was originated in 1752 by nine 
clandestinely made Masons. In 1756, when it received a charter from 
the Grand Lodge of Scotland, it numbered twenty-one members, ex- 
clusive of one of the original nine, who left Boston in the interval. 
Its charter did not arrive until 1760, at which time the lodge had been 
increased by eighteen additional members; so that in all thirty-one 
candidates were initiated before the lodge received its charter, and 
thirteen, before the charter was signed — all to be legalized in one batch. 
No one, we presume, doubts the authority of the Grand Lodge of Scot- 
land to legalize this irregular work, nor can similar authority be de- 
nied to the Grand Lodge of England in the case of African Lodge. 
These facts sufficiently indicate the usage in the early days of the 
history of Masonry in Massachusetts, and show that African Lodge had 
a title to legitimacy as clear as that of its white contemporaries, 
whose status is never questioned. 

When did it lose its title to legitimacy? We have seen that the 
other bodies holding under the Grand Lodge of England — St. John’s 
Grand Lodge and the lodges in affiliation therewith — did not lose their 


MASONIC CORRESPONDENCE. 


123 


legitimacy in the eyes of the Massachusetts Grand Lodge in conse- 
quence of the issue of its manifesto of December 6, 1782, for with its 
lodges it united with them in forming the Grand Lodge of Massachu- 
setts ten years later. Did African Lodge, which in 1797, according to 
Grand Secretary Hervey, was still paying dues to the Grand Lodge 
of England, lose its legitimacy in consequence of that union? St. An- 
drew’s Lodge evidently did not lose its legitimacy, although until a 
period much later it was still paying dues to the Grand Lodge of Scot- 
land. Did African Lodge lose its legitimacy when, after five years of 
isolation, ridicule, and denial of the sympathy and countenance its 
members felt themselves entitled to as being also lawful members of 
a universal brotherhood, it assumed the functions of a “mother lodge” 
in order to make for itself among the people of its own race the fel- 
lowship which the whites had denied, and its master Prince Hall 
“granted a dispensation to certain persons in Philadelphia?” If it did 
so lose it, it lost it in the face of precedents set by the Grand Lodge 
of Scotland — the parent grand lodge of one of the bodies uniting to 
form the Grand Lodge of Massachusetts — in absorbing into its body as 
legitimate lodges warranted by Mother Kilwinning — a private lodge 
which assumed grand lodge functions — both before and after the Grand 
Lodge of Scotland had been formed; and that furnished by the Grand 
Lodge of England in recognizing and taking under its protection 
the Lodge Royal York of Friendship, the offspring of the mother lodge 
Three Globes, of Berlin, when the parent body forsook Masonry for the 
hodge-podge known as the system of Strict Observance. It may be 
added that neither Kilwinning Lodge nor the lodge Three Globes had 
the excuse that they were persistently denied the fellowship which 
gives to Masonry its chief value, that impelled African Lodge to as- 
sume the functions of a mother lodge. 

Cite as we may and admit as we do the complications which ren- 
der escape so difficult from the bonds with which they have bound 
themselves, we, who have in the outset robbed lawful Masons of their 
just rights, cannot lift from our consciences the burden of responsibil- 
ity for their subsequent missteps. 

When we discussed this question twenty-seven years ago we did so 
against the day when, without injury to Masonry, a dispassionate at- 
tempt might we made to find a modus vivendi that would satisfy the 
general Masonic sense of justice and at the same time properly recog- 
nize the respect due to firmly seated views of regularity of procedure 
which the establishment of the grand lodge system sought to insure, 
and to the new ideas of jurisdictional rights which have become fixed 
in this country since the period when negro Masonry took its rise, but 
altogether independent of its presence. 

We were conscious at the time we wrote, that we were too near to 
the time when the status of the great bulk of the negro race in this 
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country had been a chief factor in a struggle involving the whole peo- 
ple and arousing their fiercest passions, for such an attempt then; and 
while we could not but respect the sense of justice and their devotion 
to the principles that must underlie an institution claiming to be uni" 
versal,of Grand Master Batlin and his coadjutors in Ohio in the move’ 
ment which in the same decade came so near committing that grand 
lodge to the position now occupied by the Grand Lodge of Washington, 
we regretted their action as ill-judged because untimely. 

With the flight of years the situation is greatly changed. The re- 
peal of the “black laws” of the Grand Lodge of Illinois in 1871, after 
a contest of years, with the result of placing all races and colors on an 
equality before the law, has demonstrated the groundlessness of the 
fears of the opponents of repeal that their lodges would be beset with 
the importunities of black visitors and the petitions of colored appli- 
cants for the rights and privileges of Masonry, and the entire absence 
of either is but a repetition of the experience of other jurisdictions 
where no such inhibitory regulations ever obtained. In New Jersey a 
lodge created under dispensation in 1871 — if our memory serves us cor- 
rectly — and chartered the same year, with the express understanding 
that it was to give colored men legitimate entrance to the fraternity, 
numbers according to the last return twenty-five members of all com- 
plexions. This crucial test shows that in this country — unlike the 
British West Indies, where the whites (usually if not universally in- 
cluding the highest government officials) and blacks mingle in the 
same lodges — the negroes prefer lodges and a Masonic government of 
their own race. The lapse of the full period of the life time of a gen- 
eration has substantially removed the only fundamental difficulty; and 
what a third of a century ago was a burning question, viz: Whether 
in substituting the word “free” for “free-born” fifty years ago, the 
Grand Lodge of England had violated a landmark, now excites only 
the languid interest which ever attaches to an abstraction that can 
never assume the concrete form. 

Whatever doubt we may have had whether the time was now fully 
ripe for such a dispassionate effort as we have referred to, is dissi- 
pated — at least so far as one jurisdiction is concerned — by-the quality 
of the work of the Washington committee and the approval of that 
work by the Grand Lodge of Washington. The adoption of the report 
by a nearly unanimous vote shows how completely the demonstrated 
indisposition of the two races thus far to mingle in the same lodges, 
and the full realization by the individual of his power through the 
black ball on the one hand and the acknowledged right to exclude an 
unwelcome visitor by objection on the other, had robbed the question 
of all its real and imaginary social terrors. 

While we doubt if the action of the Grand Lodge of Washington 
goes far enough to meet the ultimate demands of the conscience of an 
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institution resting upon a recognition of the great doctrine of the 
fatherhood of God and the brotherhood of man, we still remain of the 
opinion that the wronged race should be content to let complete jus- 
tice wait upon the welfare of the institution itself, and should realize 
that the ultimate salvation of the cargo rests upon the present salva- 
tion of the ship. 

The earnest, judicial and cautious spirit manifested by the Grand 
Lodge of Washington leaves no doubt that it has entered upon its ten- 
tative course in full accord with this view. In nothing is its prudence 
and its sagacity more apparent than in the second resolution adopted 
by it, wherein it limits its recognition of the legitimacy of the col- 
ored grand lodges named, to the extent and purpose of permitting its 
constituent lodges and their members to recognize as brother Masons 
within its own territory, negroes who trace their Masonic descent 
through them. By this master stroke of a simply historical recogni- 
tion, the Grand Lodge of Washington steers entirely clear of any 
cause of umbrage to the grand lodges in fraternal relations with it, 
within whose jurisdictions these bodies exist, its action emphasizing 
rather than denying its previous recognition of the full authority of 
such grand lodges to fix the status of all Masonic bodies found within 
their borders. 

This is a matter of sincere congratulation, as it insures that the 
courageous and generous Masons of Washington will be enabled to test 
the practicability and adequacy of their plan for the solution of a 
grave problem, undistracted by perplexing complications with any of 
their sister jurisdictions, but with the hearty God-speed of all think- 
ing Masons, albeit the good wishes of some may not be wholly unmixed 
with solicitude. 

RECOGNIZED, RECOGNIZABLE, AND OTHER GOVERNING 

BODIES. 


SPECIAL REPORT. 

To the M. W. Grand Lodqe of A.F. and A.M. of the State of Illinois: 

At the annual communication of this grand lodge in 1896, the fol- 
lowing resolutions were adopted: 

Resolved, That the committee on Masonic correspondence be and 
is hereby instructed to prepare, in alphabetical order, the name and 
location of all the grand lodges of Craft Masonry in the world which 
are regarded by the Grand Lodge of the state of Illinois as regularly 
and legitimately exercising Masonic authority in their respective 
jurisdictions; and be it further 

Resolved, That in conjunction therewith the same committee pre- 
pare, in like manner, a list of the names and location of all alleged 
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grand lodges or other bodies or associations of persons pretending to 
exercise Masonic authority over, or [in] the government of Ancient 
Craft Masonry in any empire, dominion, or country in the world, to- 
gether with the information that no [any] person or persons claiming 
to hail from or to be identified with such bodies or associations, is or 
are wholly ineligible to the privilege of visitation to any lodge under 
the jurisdiction of this grand lodge. 

Resolved further, That the grand secretary is ordered to have printed 
in convenient form for ready reference the lists herein proposed, and 
transmit a copy thereof to each and every lodge in the state of Illi- 
nois, with an abstract of our laws and regulations appertaining to 
visitation. 

These resolutions bear the marks of having been hurriedly writ- 
ten and offered without revision, rendering it necessary in the second 
of them to insert the word in in the expression, “or the government 
of,” in order to complete the sense, and to substitute the word any for 
“no” in the expression, “that no person or persons,” in order to make 
it reflect the manifest intention of its author and of the grand lodge. 
Inasmuch as at least one reviewer of Illinois proceedings has thought 
that he had possibly discovered some occult meaning in the words 
“identified with,” occurring in the phrase “claiming to hail from or 
to be identified with” in the same resolution, it is proper for your 
committee to state that we interpret the entire phrase last quoted to 
mean simply, claiming to be of the obedience of. 

The early records of the Grand Lodge of Illinois do not show any 
formal recognition of several of the grand lodges with which we are, 
as a grand lodge, in fraternal correspondence. The earliest recorded 
act tending to show, possibly, how these fraternal relations came 
about, is to be found in a resolution adopted in 1842, as follows: 

Resolved , That this grand lodge reciprocate the courtesy of the 
grand lodges from which communications have been received, and 
that the grand secretary, as soon as convenient, transmit one cop3 T of 
the proceedings of this grand lodge at its present communication to 
each grand lodge in the United States, and to such foreign grand 
lodges as he may have the address of. 

In 1844 first appeared a tabular list, presumably of such grand 
lodges, which embraced the following: 

Alabama, Arkansas, Connecticut, District of Columbia, Florida, 
Georgia, Indiana, Iowa, Louisiana, Maine, Maryland, Massachusetts, 
Mississippi, Missouri, New Hampshire. New Jersey, New York, North 
Carolina, Ohio, Pennsylvania, Rhode Island, South Carolina, Tennes- 
see, Texas, Virginia, Wisconsin. 

These, however, are all bodies a knowledge of whose legitimac}^ and 
regularity was a part of the undisputed stock of general Masonic in- 
formation. 

The first recorded deliverance bearing upon the question of the 
legitimacy of grand lodges seeking recognition — apart from the con- 
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stitutional provision acknowledging the constraint of the ancient 
landmarks, carrying with it the obligation to regard their repudiation 
and overthrow as destroying the Masonic character of the offending 
body — was the following resolution adopted in 1845. 

Resolved , That this grand lodge will conform to and abide by the 
ancient rules and regulations of the fraternity, in all cases wherein 
the change in the character of the institution from “operative and 
speculative” to “speculative only” has not indicated the propriety or 
necessity of a departure therefrom; and will discountenance all inno- 
vations upon and rebellion against the real landmarks of the order. 

Touching the question of such regularity of formation as would en- 
title a new grand lodge known to have been organized by lodges of 
undoubted legitimacy, it was generally agreed at this period that not 
less than three lodges could unite in forming a recognizable grand 
lodge, but the completed rule which now finds universal accej:>tance 
in this country was still a matter of discussion. 

This rule, which for many years has governed the action of the 
Grand Lodge of Illinois in determining these questions may be briefly 
stated as follows: 

Three or more lodges constituting a majority of the lodges exist- 
ing in a state or other politically autonomous territory, all the lodges 
therein having been invited to participate in the deliberations, may 
unite to form a grand lodge, and the grand lodge thus formed is there- 
upon rightfully entitled to the recognition of other grand lodges, and 
to absolute sovereignty — within the landmarks — within such territory- 

The “lodges” referred to in this rule the Grand Lodge of Illinois 
has always held must be genuine Masonic lodges, warranted by some 
recognized grand lodge of Free and Accepted Masons; not simply the 
simulacra of lodges chartered by some supreme council of the Scot- 
tish Rite, Rite of Memphis, or some other file of side degrees, who, be- 
cause they have been tolerated in the misuse of the Masonic name for 
their sodalities, have come to assume a voice in the government of 
the Masonry upon which their sky-scraping Babel towers have been 
built. For a stronger reason it has held that the so-called lodges es- 
tablished by grand orients could not be recognized as capable of form- 
ing a legitimate grand lodge — the stronger reason that in their case 
to the impudence of sheer assumption has been added the sin of inten 
tional deception. We say intentional deception, because, while the 
members of a supreme council in a country where nothing apart from 
its system claiming to be Masonry exists, if ignorant of the history of 
Masonry, might believe that their governing bodies were the reposi- 
tories of lawful authority therein, the establishment of a grand orient 
wherein the fiction of a grand lodge is maintained without the sub- 
stance, in order to salve over the consciences of those who have sol- 
emnly agreed (over and over again with every annual recurrence of 
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the installation ceremony) to conditions that render it simply impos- 
sible that there should be any authority in the government of Masonry 
outside of the grand lodge plan, is of itself the most indubitable evi- 
dence that those who conceived and those who promote this subter- 
fuge are conscious of the fundamental law, and of the fact that their 
system is simply organized dissent from the original plan of that 
Masonry whose privileges no man has ever lawfully received, or can 
receive, without agreeing that these conditions shall be maintained 
inviolable. 

Before the nature of these bodies was understood by a probable 
baker’s dozen Masons in this country, and before a less number was 
aware that at the time the grand. lodge system was established there 
was nowhere in the world any Masonry within which might grow up a 
different system o.f Masonic government without its being necessarily 
a dissent from that plan — a dissent organized by Masons who had re- 
ceived Masonry upon the express condition that they would not depart 
from it or countenance dissenters therefrom — fraternal relations 
were entered into with supreme councils by some grand lodges in this 
country, and with grand orients by a still larger number. 

In a limited sense this was true of the Grand Lodge of Illinois; at 
least it found itself in fraternal correspondence with some of them, 
among them the Grand Orient of Prance, although not through any 
conscious overture of its own. It probably came about through the 
vague discretion lodged with the grand secretary by the resolution of 
1842 in the expression, “and to such foreign grand lodges as he may 
have the address of.” The records do not disclose the establishment 
of fraternal relations with any European grand body by grand lodge 
authority. Since the adoption of our new constitution in 1870, fra- 
ternal relations have not been established with any grand lodge with- 
out such authority. 

After the nature and composition of grand orients and the rela- 
tions of the so-called high degrees in foreign bodies came to be under- 
stood, Illinois spoke with no uncertain sound. Before an occasion 
had arisen which called for such speaking in this jurisdiction, New 
York had retraced its too-hastily taken steps in the recognition of 
grand orients. In 1871 Grand Master Anthon in his address to the 
grand lodge of that jurisdiction said: 

“Each of these grand orients is more or less subject to the au- 
thority of what I believe to be known as a ‘Supreme Grand Council,’ 
which is, as its name denotes, the ultimate governing body of the Ma- 
sonic jurisdiction, and superior to the grand orient. 

“The supreme grand council belongs to a rite, and requires for 
admission to its governing body the possession of degrees wholly un- 
known to this grand body, and in those countries considered and 
spoken of and really being ‘higher degrees’ to their system. 
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“Representation, therefore, with the grand orients is a represen- 
tation and treaty between the supreme Masonic power in the Free 
and Accepted Rite, our own, and a subordinate body in the Ancient 
and Accepted Rite, adopting these terms as convenient. 

“Representation between the grand lodge and the supreme coun- 
cil is, of course, impracticable from the degrees additional to that of 
Master Mason, required in those bodies, and doubtless also from the 
rank and authority over ‘inferior’ degrees, so termed, which belong 
to them. 

“In our own jurisdiction there is also a supreme council, which, 
in common with the grand chapter and grand encampment, has 
adopted the generous and fraternal policy of a cession of all claim 
to jurisdiction over the first three degrees of Masonry to the M.W. 
grand lodge. 

“This, however, is not the case with the grand orient, now apply- 
ing to us. I am myself averse to the institution of the representative 
system between our own grand lodge and grand orients, which, in 
legal governmental power, organization, ritual, and rank, as indepen- 
dent jurisdictions, differ so widely from our grand lodge.” 

And the grand lodge adopted the following relating thereto, re- 
ported by the committee on jurisprudence: 

“The question of the recognition of or correspondence with the 
regular, disputed, doubtful, or spurious bodies called grand orients, 
discussed by the M.W. grand master, has been considered by your 
committee, and for the reasons stated by the grand master, it is rec- 
ommended that such recognition and correspondence cease.” 

In submitting to this grand lodge in 1878 an overture from the 
Grand Orient of Spain asking for recognition as the supreme Masonic 
power in that kingdom and for an exchange of representatives, the 
grand master gave the following reasons why the request of that body 
should be denied and why the pretensions of the system of which it 
was a part, to exercise any authority in Ancient Craft Masonry should 
be repudiated: 

The Grand Lodge of Illinois recognizes as entitled to an exchange 
of representatives only sovereign and independent and perforce legiti- 
mate grand lodges. No Masonic body answering this description is 
known to exist in Spain. 

The so-called Masonry of Spain is what is known as the “Ancient 
and Accepted Scottish Rite,” whose governing head is a body known 
as the Supreme Council of Sovereign Grand Inspectors General of the 
Thirty-third Degree, and of this body all other bodies composing the 
grand orient are dependents. Among these dependent bodies is the 
“Grand Lodge,” nominally the governing body of Symbolic or Blue 
Masonry. It is a grand lodge only in name, having no attribute of 
sovereignty, and destitute even of the first attribute of independence 
— the right to choose its own rulers. The sovereign grand commander 
of the supreme council is ex-officio grand master of the grand lodge. 
The office of grand commander is non-elective, attaching by right of 
succession to the senior sovereign grand inspector general, accord- 
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ing to the date of his diploma, and held, with the appendant grand 
mastership, by a life tenure. 

With no such emasculated grand lodge — however legitimate might 
have been its origin— could the Grand Lodge of Illinois, sovereign and 
independent, enter upon relations of equality. 

Recognition of a Masonic power pre-supposes something to recog- 
nize, some attribute on the part of such power which gives it a like- 
ness to a sovereign state. For the Grand Lodge of Illinois to appoint 
a representative to the “Grand Lodge of Spain,” would be analogous 
to the sending of an ambassador by Great Britain to Alsace or Lor- 
raine; or by the United States to the county of Tipperary, or Con- 
naught. 

But these considerations, weighty as they are, do not touch the 
core of the question of our relations to the grand orients and the sys- 
tem on which they are based, wherein is involved our loyalty to the 
institution of Masonry and to the obligations we sustain as one of its 
constituents. 

The sole warrant for the existence of the Grand Lodge of Illinois 
is that it possesses, and through its constituents administers, genuine 
Masonry. If the system it holds and practices is genuine, it is certain 
that the antipodes of that system cannot also be genuine. Masonry 
is distinguished not less by its polity than by its traditions and cere- 
monials. Its metes and bounds were fixed when the first grand lodge 
solemnly agreed to the “Charges of a Freemason” as the landmarks, 
the unchangeable law. The Masonry thus bounded and distinguished 
occupied the whole ground. No coeval body having the same or similar 
traditions and ceremonials, but a different body of law, existed to dis- 
pute its title. It was absolutely exclusive. This Masonry is our herit- 
age. We are dowered with all its privileges, immunities, and glories, 
and upon us are entailed all its responsibilities, chief among which is 
the maintenance unchanged of its immemorial law. From the time 
when the society crystallized into its present form, every successive 
generation of masters, down to that which largely composes this as- 
sembly, has agreed that no man, or body of men, can make innovations 
in the body of Masonry, and that no new lodge shall be formed with- 
out permission of the grand lodge. 

The existence of a lodge anywhere that may lawfully administer 
the rites of Masonry, presupposes the existence of a grand lodge from 
which it has derived its warrant; and the existence of such grand 
lodge presupposes the prior existence of warranted lodges by whose 
representatives it was formed, and so on backward in unbroken con- 
nection to the first grand lodge. 

The Grand Lodge of Illinois would not for a moment entertain a 
proposition* to recognize as Masonic any so-called lodge of Ancient 
Craft Masons which could not show such a connection, however loudly 
it might proclaim its allegiance to the primal law, and though its 
polity were identical with our own. By what mysterious process of 
logic can it justify itself, if it shall recognize as Masonic any so-called 
lodge, grand or subordinate, which not only cannot show such a con- 
nection, but whose polity is a flat denial of the fundamental law which 
we hold to be unchangeable? It will not thus place a premium on in- 
novation, nor accord to the alien that which it denies to the house- 
hold of the faithful. 
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Masonry is a commonwealth whose members stand on a footing- of 
perfect equality. It has no imperium in imperio from whose ranks the 
rulers of the craft must spring; but on the contrary every craftsman 
is eligible to be raised by the suffrages of his brethren to the highest 
office within its gift. Its representative form of government is an 
essential feature, without which it cannot be identified as Masonry . Only 
on condition that this feature shall be maintained can, or could, any 
body of men acquire the authority to administer its rites. 

The claim, then, of any sodality, or system whose government is 
a non-elective oligarchy exercising absolute control over admission 
to its own ranks, to be considered Masonry, or as being in any sense 
coequal with Masonry, is an assumption which the Grand Lodge of 
Illinois cannot admit without self stultification. 

Yet such is the system which in Continental Europe breeds grand 
orients and supreme councils, claiming to be the supreme Masonic 
power in the states wherein they exist. 

The grand lodge approved this action through the report of the 
committee on grand master’s report, concurring in the following: 
“His reasons for such actions are clear and convincing, and prove that 
it is a body which entirely disregards the ancient landmarks of our 
order, and thereby places itself without the pale of our Masonic 
family.” 

The following year the retiring grand master of 1878 (having been 
appointed committee on correspondence), discussing this general sub- 
ject with another reviewer who thought that in some instances the 
charters for craft lodges were really issued by the grand lodge section, 
or bureau, of the grand orient— but who admitted that they might 
have to vised by the sovereign grand commander — took occasion to 
make the following statement with the intention of making all the 
points of the debate as clear as possible: 

We utterly deny that anybody save a representative grand lodge 
can by warrant or charter create a lodge that has any claim whatever 
to the name of Masonry, or that can administer its rites;and as emphat- 
ically deny that any body which establishes as a condition of eligibil- 
ity to membership therein any distinctions save those known to “The 
Charges of a Freemason,” viz. : Master, fellow and apprentice, or 
which admits that any organization based upon, or by virtue of, dis- 
tinctions other than these, may supervise, veto, or in any manner re- 
strict its action, within the sphere curcumscribed by those charges, 
is a grand lodge within the meaning of Masonic law. 

This so fully reflected the views of the grand lodge upon the ques- 
tions involved, that upon its being called up and presented by Past 
Grand Master Cregier it was, upon his motion, unanimously concur- 
red in. 

In 1884 M.W. Brother Gurney, of this committee, presented a spe- 
cial report to the grand lodge the subject of which is sufficiently dis- 
closed by the propositions and resolutions appended thereto, for the 
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purposes of this report, to make it unnecessary to reproduce the matter 
which precedes them. They are as follows: 

First. That persons can not be made Masons except by the act of a 
regular lodge, working under the jurisdiction and by the authority of 
a grand lodge duly constituted by the representatives of lodges of 
Free and Accepted or Craft Masons. 

Second. That every association of Masons, of whatever name or 
degree, other than that of the three degrees of Craft Masonry here- 
tofore described, that assumes the right to congregate, initiate, pass 
and raise persons to the several degrees of said Craft or Symbolic Ma- 
sonry, is clandestine, and is hereby so pronounced and declared. 

And whereas, The aforesaid “Egyptian Masonic Rite of Mem- 
phis,” of which Bro. Darius Wilson is “Grand Master,” together with 
the “Ancient and Primitive Rite of Memphis,” of which Bro. Alex- 
ander B. Mott is grand master, declare, by both positive avowal and 
implication, that they and their organizations have an inherent right, 
by charters and otherwise, to establish lodges for conferring the de- 
grees of Entered Apprentice, Fellow Craft and Master Mason: there- 
fore, 

Resolved , That the said “Egyptian Masonic Rite of Memphis,” and 
the said “Ancient and Primitive Rite of Memphis,” and all other as- 
sociations of persons of whatever degree or name (other than lodges 
of Free and Accepted, Symbolic or Craft Masons, and the grand lodges 
duly constituted by the representatives of such lodges), that shall ar- 
rogate to themselves the authority, under any circumstances or con- 
ditions, to confer the degrees of Symbolic or Craft Masonry, to-wit: 
Entered Apprentice, Fellow Craft and Master Mason, or whose char- 
ters, constitutions, laws, edicts or decrees shall assume, or permit the 
powers organized under them to assume, the authority to constitute 
lodges, or bodies of any other name, for the conferring the said three 
degrees of Symbolic or Craft Masonry, are clandestine bodies within 
the meaning of the fundamental law of Masonry; and with their con- 
stituents, dependents and individuahmembers are clearly within the 
scope of the inhibitions of Section 2, Article X., of the constitution 
of this grand lodge: and all the Masons within the jurisdiction of the 
said Grand Lodge of Illinois are hereby warned that any Masonic in- 
tercourse with the aforesaid “Egyptian Masonic Rite of Memphis,” 
of which Bro. Darius Wilson is “Grand Master,” or the “Ancient and 
Primitive Rite of Memphis,” of which Bro. Alexander B. Mott is 
“Grand Master,” their members and constituent bodies, or with an} T 
other association or persons assuming to have any authority, powers 
or privileges in Ancient Craft Masonry, not derived from this grand 
lodge, within the state of Illinois, will subject them to the penalty at- 
taching to a violation of their Masonic covenants. 

It is a singular illustration of the irony of fate, that, with this 
record, the Grand Lodge of Illinois should find in the one continental 
European body with which it is in fraternal relations, the Grand Lodge 
of the Three Globes, Berlin (a body which our records show was not 
originally formally recognized, but must have been placed on the ac- 
credited list by the grand secretary) the one that next to the Grand 
Lodge of France was the first to overthrow the landmarks almost to 
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entire obliteration and today utterly ignores that concerning God 
and religion which gives to Masonry its only claim to universality. 

In order that we may get even a smattering of an understanding 
of the tangled condition of German Freemasonry, we reproduce here an 
extract from a paper on that topic by Bro. Gotthelf Greiner, re- 
printed from the transactions of the Lodge Quatuor Coronati , of London, 
conceded by the most erudite Masonic scholars to be unequalled as a 
compendium of existing Masonic affairs in Germany. After stating 
briefly that between 1720 and 1730 Freemasonry found its way from 
Britain to the continent, and was confined for many years to the upper 
classes; that the earliest foreign lodges are supposed to have been 
established in France, where at any rate they had taken root in 1732; 
that in Germany they were met with a little later, when not only then 
were they called in the first instance by French names, but the proceed- 
ings were conducted and the minutes recorded in the same tongue; he 
refers to the initiation of Prince Francis Stephen, duke of Lorraine, 
and eventually emperor of Germany, by Dr. Desaguiliers in a special 
lodge held at the Hague in 1731, and to the statement that the Earl 
of STRATHMORE, Grand Master of England, had granted a deputation 
to eleven German Masons to open a lodge at Hamburg in 1733. He says: 

With regard to the above it has been remarked by Brother Malc- 
zovich (whose statement I adopt) “that the first lodges in Germany 
were founded by German brethren mostly initiated in England, and 
that they obtained warrants from the Grand Lodge of England. Ma- 
sonic districts and provinces were formed out of the largest part of 
these lodges by the English grand lodge. Some of the German lodges, 
however, especially those in the capitals, declared themselves as 
mother and grand lodges for their own country, thus expressing a 
tendency to become Masonic centers for their own lands.” (A.Q.C., 
iv., 184). Of this a conspicuous example may be afforded. On the 
night of August 14, 1738, the Crown Prince of Prussia — afterwards 
Frederick the Great — was initiated at Brunswick by a deputation 
from the lodge at Hamburg. It is a noteworthy circumstance that 
the Crown Prince of Prussia, as well as the Duke of Lorraine, was re- 
ceived into Masonry in a deputy (or occasional) lodge. Frederick, when 
he succeeded to the throne, founded a lodge in Berlin. This took the 
name of the “Three Globes,” and its first meeting was held September 
13, 1740. It granted several warrants of constitution to subordinate 
lodges during the next ensuing years, and on June 24, 1744, assumed 
the title of the “Grand Mother Lodge of the Three Globes.” The 
grand master (at least in name) from that period until the date of his 
death (1786) was Frederick the Great. 

In other parts of Germany, particularly in the capitals and other 
important cities, as at Dresden, Frankfurt, Leipsic, Hanover, and 
other places, lodges were established by the authority of the Grand 
Lodge of England at dates closely approximating their establishment 
at Hamburg and Berlin. Continuing, he says: 

About the year 1740 a number of degrees, alleged to be of Scottish 
origin, made their appearance in all parts of France. Indeed, not con- 
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tent with this, as St. Andrew was the patron saint of Scotland and of 
the lodges there, the new degrees manufactured in France were called 
not alone Scottish, but St. Andrew’s Degrees. (A.Q.C., i., 10). The 
Scottish master asserted in every way a superiority over the Master 
Mason, and even as a visitor ranked before the master of the lodge. 
At any time or place, he could personally confer the degrees of E.A., 
F.C., and M.M. Later still, when the Scottish lodges were grafted on 
the ordinary lodges, the former became supreme in all matters and 
even acted as grand lodges, granting warrants of constitution. In 
this way arose throughout France the numerous Scottish mother 
lodges. From France, these imaginary Scottish degrees were im- 
ported into Germany. There were Scottish lodges at Berlin. 1741; at 
Hamburg, 1744; at Leipzig, 1747; and at Frankfurt, 1753. Forty-seven 
or more of such lodges were erected in Germany between 1742 and 1764. 
The influence of the Chapter of Clermont then made itself felt, and 
lastly came the Templar System of the Strict Observance, which 
burst over Central Europe like a tornado, and nearly swept away every 
vestige of pure and ancient Freemasonry. 

The landmarks of the Craft in Germany may be said to have been 
almost totally obliterated during the twenty years that the mania of 
the Strict Observance was in the ascendant. 

A few events which occurred in those “dark days” must now be 
related, as without them, the peculiar features by which the Grand 
Lodges of Berlin are distinguished from those in other parts of Ger- 
many, would be but imperfectly understood by a portion of my hearers. 

J. W. von Zinnendorff, one of the most remarkable Masons that 
ever existed, signed the Act of Strict Observance at Halle, on August 
24, 1764, was knighted by von Hund (the head of the order) October 3, 
1764. and made Prefect of Templin ( i.e ., Brandenburg with the seat in 
Berlin) on the 6th, with his friend Kruger as next to him in rank. In 
June, 1765, Zinnendorf was elected master of the Three Globes, which 
in 1766 was constituted a Scottish or directorial lodge, with power to 
warrant Strict Observance lodges. The subordinate lodges under the 
Three Globes went over to the new system, with the exception of the 
Royal York, which placed itself for a time under the protection of 
England, but afterwards reasserted its independence, and in 1798 be- 
came a grand lodge. 

In 1766 Zinnendorf renounced the Strict Observance, and in the 
same year resigned the office of master of the Three Globes. In 1767 
he retired altogether from the Three Globes, and in 1768 “by virtue of 
his inherent authority” as a Scottish master (having previously pro- 
cured the rituals of the Swedish High Degrees), he erected his first 
lodge (Minerva) on the Swedish system, at Potsdam. A second was 
formed at Berlin in 1769, and no less than twelve were established b} r 
1770. These, in the same year, assumed the title of the Grand Na- 
tional Lodge of German Freemasons in Berlin. A compact with the 
Grand Lodge of England, by which (Frankfurt alone dissenting), all 
Germany was virtually handed over to the Zinnendorff body, was con- 
cluded in 1773, and the new grand lodge obtained the protection of 
Frederick the Great in 1774. 

The Swedish system or rita is commonly described as a mixture 
of English Freemasonry, of the High Degrees of the French, of Tem- 
plarism, and of certain ideas peculiar to the Hermetic or Rosicrucian 
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fraternities. It is also affirmed that the mystical teaching’s of Eman- 
uel Swedenborg are discernable in the doctrines of the rite. But I 
shall wind up this brief description of the Swedish working, with a 
statement by Brother Speth, who assures us — “That no Masons have 
diverged further from the true light of Masonry, than those under 
the Swedish systems in Sweden, Denmark, and Germany. ” (A.Q.C., 

i., 208.) 

Upon the same authority I here introduce the fact that during 
the sway of the Strict Observance “the Provincial Grand Lodge of 
Frankfurt was the only body on the whole continent which had kept 
inviolate and unsullied the pure and simple teachings of English Free- 
masonry.” {Ibid.) In 1774, the Prov. G.M. (under England) of this 
provincial grand lodge, stated in an official letter, that the only truly 
English lodge in Germany was the Frankfurt lodge, and that both the 
Zinnendorff and the Strict Observance systems were something en- 
tirely different. 

Of this lodge, the “Union,” established at Frankfurt in 1742, and 
of the provincial grand lodge into which it afterwards developed, it 
may indeed be said, that alone among the private, the provincial 
grand, or the grand lodges of Germany (during the continuance of 
the troubled period I am describing), they withstood the combined in- 
fluence of “Scottish” degrees, Strict Observance, Rosicrucians, Illu- 
minati, and of every other system or society which tampered in any 
way with the genuine principles of English Craft Masonry. 

About the year 1784 the Strict Observance had spent its force, the 
Grand Lodge of the Three Globes at Berlin threw off the yoke, and in 
1786 the English Provincial Grand Lodge of Hamburg was re-estab- 
lished. 

********* 

In 1797, new constitutions were agreed to by the Three Globes. 
The grand lodge was to consist of thirty-six members chosen from the 
Berlin lodges. Seven of these formed the “Ancient Scottish Direc- 
tory.” The president took the title of Head Scottish Master, and the 
members were all required to be “Scottish” Masons. The Directory 
was also an Inner Orient, and the preservation of the ritual was en- 
trusted to its care. There were three degrees, with four higher steps. 

As at present constituted the Grand Lodge of the Three Globes 
consists of: (a) The grand lodges in its stricter sense. (6) The union 
directory; and (c) The legislative assembly. The grand lodge is com" 
posed of: (1) Brethren elected by the grand lodge; (2) the presiding 
masters and their representative deputy and second deputy masters of 
daughter lodges; and the grand archivists during their term of office. 
The number of elected members is limited to sixty-three, and those 
eligible for election present or past wardens, or orators, Master Ma- 
sons of three years’ standing and regular members of daughter lodges 
in the union. Every lodge sends up annually a list of from three to 
five eligibles. The term of service is for twelve years. Further: 

There is also the Union Directory, which is the executive, repre- 
sentative, and ratifying body or organ of the grand lodge in all ex- 
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ternal Masonic matters. It inherits the authority of the old Scottish 
lodge, and by virtue thereof bears the name of “Old Scottish Direc- 
tory.” As such, it is the protector, multiplier, and dispenser of the 
knowledge of the Inner Orient, while as the authority in internal 
Masonic affairs it is called the Supreme or Highest Inner Orient. 

The Union Directory consists of seven brethren who were formerly 
elected for life by the grand lodge (but whether they are so at present 
I cannot say), from among her active members holding the highest 
Masonic rank. 

The various degrees are: I. — St. John’s lodge: 1, E.A.; 2, F.C; 3, 
M.M.; II. — Scottish lodge: 4, Scottish master; III. — Chapter or inner 
orient: 5th, 6th and 7th grades. 

A profession of the Christian religion is necessary either to initia- 
tion or affliation. This is also true of the Grand National Lodge of 
German Freemasons, and seems also to be an unwritten law of the 
Grand Lodge of Prussia, Royal York of Friendship, both also of Ber- 
lin. In all the other German lodges Jews or other non-Christians are 
eligible for initiation or joining. 

In all the German lodges there is an absence of an effectual secret 
ballot, the custom of “justification of the ballot” prevailing. Brother 
Greiner says: 

Four weeks later the ballot is taken, and it is an unalterable law that 
every black ball must be justified, and that every black ball not justified is dis- 
regarded. With four or more black balls the application is adjourned 
for one year: and forever — under the Three Globes — if they make up 
one third of the entire ballot. With only one, two, or three black 
balls the W.M. calls upon the brethren who cast them to reveal to 
him their identity, privately and confidentially, and. to furnish within 
eight (or fourteen) days their reasons for having black-balled the can- 
didate. If within this period no one acknowledges having cast such 
black balls, the W.M. is empowered to consider them as having been 
cast in error, and to declare the ballot white. At a second ballot (after 
the lapse of a year) the application is barred forever (under grand 
lodge IV — Hamburg) if only a single justified black ball is cast. 

The following is also of universal application: 

Initiation is sealed (or ratified) by the word of honor, hand-clasp 
(or hand-pledge) and signature of the postulant. An oath is no longer 
taken, and is merely referred to as a matter of history. The word of 
an honest man is deemed sufficient. At the same time it must be 
clearly understood that a vow is made at initiation, the form of which 
varies with the ritual used, and that such vows are repeated in the 
ceremonies of passing and raising. 

The Bible is found on the altars of all the German lodges except 
such as work in accordance with Ficke’s (or the so-called Freiburger) 
ritual, where a white book with blank or unwritten pag'es takes its 
place, and in the ritual is thus referred to: 

“On this book the word ‘God’ shines in golden letters. It is for us 
a symbol of God. God is our very foremost Great Light, which lights 


MASONIC CORRESPONDENCE. 


137 


up all other Lights. The book, however, is blank, open for any found 
truth.” 

Brother Greiner thinks there is only one lodge where this custom 
exists— the Lodge ‘‘Good Prospect,” at Freiburg, but says: 

At a meeting of the Grand Lodge of the Sun, Bayreuth, held in 
Heidelburg in 1872, this White Book was recognized as a Masonic Sym- 
bol (only one vote being given in dissent) conditionally upon the ini- 
tiate being informed, in every case, after receiving an explanation of 
the same, that in other lodges the Bible lies on the altar. 

Such are some of the features and customs which characterize 
what is called Freemasonry in Germany. In addition to the three 
Berlin bodies named there is a fourth grand lodge, erected in 1892 by 
Dr. Hermann Setlegast, past grand master of the Royal York, the 
body called Kaiser Frederick of Masonic Fidelity. This is held as an 
irregular body by the other Berlin Grand Lodges and by the German 
Grand Lodge League, but there are signs that under the pressure of 
the civil law (whose tribunals have already decided that all lodges in 
Prussia stand on an equal footing under the same general laws regu- 
lating clubs and other societies) it may ultimately secure recognition. 

“The refusal of the three Berlin Grand Lodges,” says Brother 
Greiner, “to admit non-Christians as members would appear to be at 
the root of the movement; though to some extent, at least, there must 
have been combined with it a strong prejudice against the High De- 
grees.” Apart from the three regular Berlin Grand Lodges all the 
daughter lodges in Germany, and also the five independent lodges, are 
free from any unmasonic religious test, and all except Independent 
Lodge Minerva, of the three Palms at Leipsic, are free from entangle- 
ment with the high “Scottish” or Swedish degrees. 

The three Berlin grand lodges are confederated with the other 
German grand lodges in the Grand Lodge League ( Grosslogen Bund) 
of Germany, viz.: Grand Lodge of Hamburg, at Hamburg; Grand Na’ 
tional Lodge of Saxony, Dresden; Grand Lodge of the Sun ( Zur Sonne), 
Bayreuth; Grand Lodge of the Eclectic Union, Frankfort-on-the-Main; 
Grand Lodge of Concord ( Zur Bintracfit ) , Darmstadt. 

An account of the grand lodge league and its formation was given 
in the general report of this committee for 1873, in which was noted 
the fact that the entire control of the foreign relations of the German 
grand lodges was given over to it, and from which we quote: 

Thus it will be seen that several grand lodges with which we have 
established fraternal relations are so confederated with the Grand 
Lodge of Hamburg, with which we have declared non-intercourse, 
as to have it in their power to compel that body to withdraw from its 
unwarrantable intrusion upon the jurisdictions of New York and NeA\ 
Jersey. If upon proper representation being made to the diet it shall 
fail to enforce this act of simple justice, then all its constituents 
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should be held equally guilty, and all fraternal relations with them 
should cease. 

The grand lodges composing the bund have so far recognized the 
doctrine of exclusive jurisdiction as to unite in a request to the “Most 
Illustrious Protector,” Kaiser William, that lodges on German soil 
holding charters from foreign grand lodges, be imperatively ordered 
to either dissolve or affiliate with a German grand lodge; and they 
should be taught by the unanimous action of all American grand 
lodges that our territory must be equally respected. The Grand 
Lodge of the Eclectic Union, at Frankfort-on-the-Main, has already 
recognized the clandestine body established by Hamburg in New Jer- 
sey, “as a daughter lodge of the Grand Lodge of Hamburg.” Whether 
any other of the confederated* grand lodges have done so is not yet 
apparent. Should it become apparent that the rest of the German 
grand lodges give their countenance and support to this body, estab- 
lished in defiance of the jurisdictional rights of New Jersey, the time 
for action will have come. 

The Grand Lodge of Illinois has never recognized the Grand Lodge 
League, but it will be seen by Brother Greiner’s list that Illinois has 
been recognized by that body. 

The foreign grand lodges recognized by the German Grand Lodge 
League are those of Switzerland (Alpina), Hungary, England, Scot- 
land, Ireland, Holland, Luxembourg (Supreme Council), Sweden, Nor- 
way, Denmark, Belgium (Grand Orient, also S.C.), Italy (G.O.), Spain 
(National Grand Orient Madrid, and Symbolic Grand Lodge Cadiz), 
Portugal (G.O.), and Greece. In the United States of America, Cali- 
fornia, Illinois, Louisiana, New York, Tennessee, and Texas (seven 
only, out of fifty grand lodges). Also the grand lodges of Canada, 
British Columbia, Hayti (G.O.), St. Domingo (G.O.), Columbia Repub- 
lic (G.O. New Grenada), Peru, Chili (G.O.), Brazil (G.O.), Egypt (Rite 
of Memphis), Victoria (Melbourne), New South Wales (Sydney) and 
Tasmania. 

The Grand Orient of France is recognized, but its relations with 
the German Grand Lodge League are suspended. On the part of Ger- 
many, as I learn from one informant, the right of visiting is refused, 
but another and higher authority tells me, that the exchange of visits 
by members of lodges situated on the frontier is permitted. 

Grand Master WlEBE, whose grand lodge (Hamburg) was long ago 
placed under the ban by Illinois (in common with all other grand lodges 
in the United States) for invading the jurisdiction of New York, is 
also in evidence that the suspension of relations with the Grand Ori- 
ent of France does not cut very deep; writing to Brother Greiner: “I 
think that a French brother in good standing with his lodge would 
hardly be refused admittance anywhere in German lodges.” His grand 
lodge still maintains its daughter lodge at Brooklyn, on the territory 
of New York; has recognized the Colored Grand Lodg'es of Massachu- 
setts and Ohio, and he assures Brother Greiner that it would “cer- 
tainly erect further daughter lodges in the United States if any 
necessity for the same were to manifest itself.” 
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By their own act in ceding to the Grand Lodge League the con- 
trol of their foreign relations, the Grand Lodges of Germany are no 
longer able to meet or treat with any sovereign and independent 
Grand Lodge on terms of equality, but have placed themselves in this 
respect in that dependent condition occupied by the nominal “Grand 
Lodges” of the grand orient system which led the Grand Lodge of New 
York by formal action to terminate its recognition of and correspond- 
ence with those bodies, and which has led most other Grand Lodges to 
tacitly permit their relations with them to fall into “innocuous desue- 
tude.” This affords ample reason why all formal relations of recog- 
nition, mutual representation, and correspondence between the Grand 
Lodge of Illinois and these dependent bodies now partially stripped 
of grand lodge powers should cease. 

For the reason that we cannot at this distance estimate the 
amount of duress excercised by the “Most Illustrious Protector” in 
this matter, it is not recommended that such cessation should operate 
as an interdict against the members of the daughter lodges of these 
bodies, but that in making up the lists ordered by the grand lodge this 
committee should be permitted to make a third list comprising these 
German grand lodges, and let the formal determination of the ques- 
tion of the eligibility of the Masons of their obedience to visit our 
lodges await upon the possible, and from present tendencies, probable 
regaining of their independence by the parent bodies, when, being 
better informed, we shall be better prepared to judge how much of the 
originally lawful Fraternity of Germany has by its own acts placed 
itself outside of the Masonic pale. 

Of course the Grand Lodge of Hamburg has made its own place, 
so far as this country is concerned, and there should be allowed to 
remain. The interdict laid upon it and the Masons of its obedience 
a generation ago should not be lifted by any American grand lodge 
until the right of New York and New Jersey, and of every other grand 
lodge in the United States to the exclusive control of Masonry within 
their*respective jurisdictions is fully recognized by that predatory 
body. 

The Grand Orient of France and the Masons of its obedience were 
laid under an interdict of non-intercourse by this grand lodge in 1869, 
because, the grand orient passed a resolution of aid and encourage- 
ment to a supreme council which invaded the jurisdiction of Louisiana 
and planted blue lodges there in defiance of the grand lodge. In 1877 
the grand orient eliminated from its constitutions the requirements 
of a belief in God as a prerequisite to Masonic admission, and was 
promptly laid under the ban by the Grand Lodges of the United States, 
the British Islands, and some of the Grand Lodges of Continental 
Europe. The whole grand lodge system has considered it as being no 
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longer a Masonic body and as of interest only as a touchstone of bodies 
elsewhere claiming to be governing powers in Masonry. We have 
already seen that the German Grand Lodge League formally suspended 
relations with it, but that the interdict against fellowship with the 
members of its obedience is disregarded wit h the approbation of Masons 
prominent in the league. The Grand Lodge Alpina of Switzerland, 
and the Grand Lodge of Hungary have entered into fraternal rela- 
lations with the grand orient, which is sufficient reason of itself why 
Illinois should not recognize either; but the Grand Lodge of Hungary 
furnishes another sufficient reason by dispensing with the Bible as a 
Masonic symbol and as a part of the furniture of its lodges. 

The Grand Lodges (so-called) of Denmark, Sweden, and Norway, 
have gone as far in the other direction as the Grand Orient of France 
has in its own, and has completely overthrown the landmark of relig- 
ious liberty. Beyond this they partake nearly as much of a political 
as of a Masonic character. The king is the head of the order — for it 
can scarcely be called a fraternity — and by royal decree the crown 
prince is a Freemason by birthright. By royal decree also the Grand 
Lodge of Norway was spoken into existence in 1891. It was not estab- 
lished in a recognized manner by the representatives of lodges, but 
was made first on paper by the king, whose dual functions make him 
what Brother Gould calls “a sort of Protestant pope.” 

They have had little relation with the world of Masonry, and for 
a long time refused to admit any German Masons to visit except those 
of the obedience of the Grand Lodge of the Three Globes, which, like 
them, worked the Rite of Zinnendorf. 

We are of the opinion that the Grand Orient of the Netherlands, 
at the Hague, should not at present be placed either in the recogniza- 
ble or the unrecognizable class, but that it should be placed on the 
tentative list with the German grand lodges, Hamburg, of course, ex- 
cluded. From the best information now obtainable by your commit- 
tee, it is doubtful whether this body has any features that ally it with 
the grand orient system except the name. 

The same recommendation is made with reference to the National 
Grand Lodge of Egypt, whose request for recognition has been for the 
last two years under consideration by this committee. Diligent effort 
has been made to get some information as to the genesis of the lodges 
uniting to form the body in question, but without avail. Two letters 
addressed to Grand Secretary Letchworth, of the Grand Lodge of 
England, by which body some of the lodges composing the National 
Grand Lodge of Egypt were chartered, courteously asking— as a com- 
mittee of this grand lodge — information on this subject, still remain 
unacknowledged. 
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Better fortune attended an inquiry made of the secretariat of the 
Grand Lodge of Ireland, W. Bro. Henry E. Flavelle, deputy grand 
secretary, replying promptly, as follows: 

Grand Secretary’s Office, ) 
Freemasons’ Hall, Dublin, 20th day of June, 1898. f 

Grand Lodge of Illinois: 

Dear Sir and R.W.Bro. — In reply to yours of the 7th inst. , I can- 
not say that I have any special information relative to Masonic af- 
fairs in Egypt. The Grand National Lodge (“Grande Loge Nationale 
d’Egypte”) is recognized by this grand lodge, and we have a repre- 
sentative there in the person of Sir Herbert H. Kitchener, sirdar of the 
British army in Egypt — or rather of the Egyptian forces generally. 

I believe that some years ago the “Rite of Memphis” entered into 
agreement with this grand lodge to forfeit all claim to the first three 
degrees of Craft Masonry, but that of late there has been some trouble 
in consequence of the “Rite” having founded a symbolic lodge in Alex- 
andria. Yours fraternally, H. E. Flavelle, D.G.S. 

To Joseph Robbins, Esq., P.G.M. 

This affords at least negative evidence that none of the lodges 
entering into the National Grand Lodge of Egypt were upon the reg- 
istry of the Grand Lodge of Ireland; and tends to confirm the impres- 
sion of this committee that a portion of the lodges helping to form 
the Egyptian grand lodge were derived from a supreme council of 
the Rite of Memphis, a body utterly incapable of creating a lawful 
lodge of Free and Accepted Masons. It, however, throws no light 
upon the question of what proportion these unlawful bodies bore to 
the whole number of lodges uniting to form the grand lodge, which, 
according to the New York report for 1897, comprises nineteen lodges 
with an aggregate membership of about 200 brethren. As the same 
statement is repeated in the New York report for 1898, it would seem 
that the difficulty of obtaining information is general. The National 
Grand Lodge of Egypt is not in fraternal relations with the Grand 
Lodge of Scotland, nor is it generally, if at all, recognized by the Ger- 
man grand lodges. Time, patience, and perseverance will probably 
elicit from some source the data for an intelligent judgment as to its 
claims for recognition. Attempts to elicit the requisite information 
from the officers of the body itself have also been thus far unavailing, 
arguing a degree of indifference which this grand lodge, in the inter- 
est of Masonry generally, might do well to emulate in this case. 

In submitting the following lists we have had reference to the 
originally lawful character of the bodies named, and also to the ques- 
tion whether they have since set up any conditions or distinctions as 
tests of admission thereto not recognized by the charges of a Free- 
mason, and which would consequently prevent the Masons of Illinois 
from meeting them upon the level of a perfect equality whether in 
the governing or constituent lodges. 
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Recognized grand lodges: Alabama, Arizona, Arkansas, British Col- 
umbia, California, Canada, Colorado, Connecticut, Cuba, Delaware, 
District of Columbia, England, Florida, Georgia, Idaho, Indiana, In- 
dian Territory, Iowa, Ireland, Kansas, Kentucky, Louisiana, Maine, 
Manitoba, Maryland, Massachusetts, Michigan, Minnesota, Missis- 
sippi, Missouri, Montana, Nebraska, Nevada, New Brunswick, New 
Hampshire, New Jersey, New Mexico, New South Wales, New York, 
New.Zealand, North Carolina, North Dakota, Nova Scotia, Ohio, Okla- 
homa. Oregon, Pennsylvania, Prince Edward Island, Scotland, South 
Carolina, South Dakota, Tennessee, Texas, Utah, Vermont, Victoria, 
Virginia, Washington, West Virginia, Wisconsin, Wyoming. 

To this list should be added Tasmania, the conditions having long 
been ripe for the recognition of that grand lodge. Recognition has 
only waited upon their formal request therefor, and is herewith recom- 
mended. 

The English district grand lodges and the Scotch and Irish pro- 
vincial grand lodges existing in the British colonies, or other open ter- 
ritory, are included in the recognition of the parent bodies. 

Grand lodges known to have originally derived their Masonry wholly or in 
part from lawful sources , and which in the present state of our knowledge it is 
deemed expedient neither to accept nor reject as lawf ul members of the Masonic 
body: The three Prussian grand lodges — The Three Globes, the Grand 
National Lodge of German}^, and the Royal York of Friendship, at 
Berlin; and the grand lodges of Concord (Zur Eintracht), at Dram- 
stadt; Eclectic Union, Frankfort; Saxony, Dresden; The Sun (Zur 
Sonne), Bayreuth; The Netherlands, the Hague; National, of Eg} T pt, 
Cairo. Also the lodges composing “The Free Association of Five 
Independent Lodges in Germany,” viz: Minerva, of the Three Palms, 
and Baldwin of the Linden, both at Leipsig; Archimedes of the Three 
Tracing Boards, Altenburg; Carl of the Wreath of Rue, Hildburg- 
hausen; Archimedes of the Eternal Union, Gera. 

The following bodies are deemed to be without authority in Symbolic or 
Craft Masonry and the members of their obedience ineligible to visit lodges in 
Illinois: Grand Lodge of Alpina, St. Galleen, Switzerland; Grand Ori- 
ent of Argentine Republic, Buenos Ayres; Grand Orient of Belgium, 
Brussels; Grand Orient of Brazil, Rio Janeiro; Grand Orient of Chili, 
Valparaiso; National Grand Lodge of Denmark, Copenhagen; Grand 
Orient of France, Paris ( interdict ); Grand Orient of Greece, Athens; 
Symbolic Grand Lodge of Hungary, Budapest; Grand Lodge of Ham- 
burg, Hamburg ( interdict ); Grand Orient of Italy, Rome: Grand Lodge 
of Luxumburg; Grand Symbolic Diet of Mexico, its constituent grand 
lodges and all other grand lodges in that country; Grand Lodge of 
Norway, Christiana; United Grand Orient of Lusitania (Portugal) 
Lisbon; Grand Lodge of Peru, Lima; Independent Grand Lodge of the 


MASONIC CORRESPONDENCE. 


143 


Dominican Republic, San Domingo; Grand Orient of Spain, Madrid: 
Grand Lodge of Spain, Cadiz; Grand Lodge of Sweden Stockholm; 
Grand Orient of Uruguay, Montivideo; Grand Orient of Venezuela, 
Caracas; and all supreme councils , or sovereign sanctuaries , or other powers 
however named , wherever situated , of whatever rite — excepting grand lodges of 
Free and Accepted Masons — assuming to erect lodges with authority to confer 
the three degrees of Symbolic Masonry. 

Your committee recommends the adoption of the resolutions ap- 
pended to this report. Fraternally submitted, 

Joseph Robbins, 

Committee on Correspondence. 

Resolved, That the Grand Lodge of Tasmania having been regu- 
larly formed by the concurrent action of the lodges having rightful 
authority in the premises, is hereby recognized as possessed of ex- 
clusive jurisdiction in that colony and cordially welcomed into the 
great family of grand lodges. 

Resolved , That inasmuch as the grand lodges composing the Ger- 
man Grand Lodge League ( Grosslogen Bund) have abdicated the au- 
thority to control their relations with other grand lodges and therefore 
can no longer treat with them upon an equal footing, it is hereby di- 
rected that the recognition heretofore accorded to the said German 
grand bodies, or any of them, as independent grand lodges, be with- 
drawn without prejudice to their authority within the circumscribed 
domain in which they still maintain the right of separate action, and 
that all correspondence heretofore existing and based upon such rec- 
ognition, be discontinued. 


USING MASONRY FOR BUSINESS PURPOSES. 

Some of the phases of this subject have been discussed in a desul- 
tory way by a number of writers for the last two decades, mostly with 
references to mutual insurance associations having a Masonic prefix 
to their names, the discussion turning chiefly upon the discredit likety 
to be thrown upon the Fraternity when the collapse, which they con- 
sidered inevitable because a complicated business had largely fallen 
into inexperienced hands, should come. A smaller number have stuck 
to the di&cussion tenaciously because they saw in the rapid rise of 
these associations the advent of a new aud strong factor threatening 
to honeycomb the institution with mercenary considerations at a time 
when— as shown by the legislation against non-affiliates and those in 
arrears for dues, all sprouting from a commercial root — it already had 
all of that kind of a load it could stagger under. A still smaller num- 
ber, while not losing sight of either of these considerations, have from 
the first insisted that such a use of the Masonic name was a scanda- 
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lous blot upon the good name of the Fraternity, and ought to subject 
the offenders to discipline. 

When the craze for these insurance societies was at its height 
it would have been difficult in nearly all, and impossible in many grand 
lodges to have secured any disciplinary legislation; but the collapse 
of some of them, after having dwindled down to an extent which left 
a mere handful to hold the bag, at sore cost to themselves, and the 
failure of others to meet obligations while they were yet self-sustain- 
ing, which equity required should be met even if technicalities per- 
mitted an escape, opened the eyes of the Craft very rapidly, so that 
in 1896 the Grand Lodge of Illinois unanimously incorporated the fol- 
lowing into its by-laws: 

No Mason shall give the Masonic name to any business concern, 
association, or calling organized or prosecuted for profit or for a liveli- 
hood. No Mason shall use or be a party to the using of the Masonic 
name as a part of the style and title or designation of any business 
firm, concern, company, association, or enterprise, unless such busi- 
ness shall be the printing or publishing of Masonic books, papers, or 
periodicals, or the manufacture and sale of Masonic supplies. 

Unanimity in this case showed how completely the craze had 
“passed the center.” One or two instances of this kind have pre- 
cipitated a more general discussion of the subject. 

M.W. Brother Greenleap, of Colorado, reviewing Idaho, says: 

Some grand lodges, including our own, have legislated against the 
unlawful use of the word “Masonic” by such associations. In Kansas, 
and some other jurisdictions. Masonic aid associations exist, whose 
affairs are examined into as suggested, and reports of their standing 
are published in the proceedings. Whether these, even with such 
safeguards, should be countenanced by grand lodges, is questionable. 
It is a manifest departure from the plan and purpose of Masonry, and 
a patterning after the innumerable horde of modern benefit and assur- 
ance societies. That they have been the means of distributing hun- 
dreds of thousands of dollars to the families of deceased members is 
undisputed; but still such “Aid Societies” are a feature not to be 
grafted upon the parent stock of Masonry without disastrous conse- 
quences sooner or later. There are plenty of beneficial associations 
in the field, and it should be left to them and to the regular life insur- 
ance companies who are organized under the laws for that purpose. 

Brother Coxe, of Iowa, reviewing Virginia, says: 

The special committee on the Knights Templar and Masonic In- 
demnity Company, of Chicago, reported that nothing had been laid 
before them for action; but they “begged leave to call the attention 
of the brethren to section one hundred and twenty-eight of the Meth- 
odical Digest, and to warn them that in dealing with associations 
organized for business purposes and using the word ‘Masonic,’ they 
must deal with the same on strictly business principles, and not ex- 
pect Masonic action or discipline in connection with these purel} T busi- 
ness matters.” 
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In other words, such societies have our (tacit) approval in their 
use of the word “Masonic’’ to win business, but if they gull the un- 
wary it is no concern of ours. Possibly not, so far as the gulled and 
the gullible are concerned; but how about the good name of the Craft 
at large if privateers are allowed to fly our flag at their masthead? 

The Grand Lodge of Michigan having incorporated into its law a 
sweeping and drastic provision against the use of the Masonic name, 
a deluge of correspondence from various life and accident insurance 
companies hit thereby, led Grand Master WiNSOR to recommend that 
the action be reconsidered, He says: 

Not all companies that have adopted these words in connection 
with their business, have abused them. 

It does not seem to me to be necessary to punish the innocent, to 
reach the guilty. And are we not doing wrong to a company that has 
a record of always dealing Masonically with its members, that has 
been in existence for years and built up a large business under its cor- 
porate name and whose business is strictly confined to Master Masons 
in good standing, with a large membership in our own jurisdiction, 
whose interests are vitally affected by the welfare of the company, to 
compel it to change its name, would, to a great extent, cause it to 
lose its identity and a consequent loss of business. 

A proposition was made to temper the law by adding to it the fol- 
lowing: 

“Provided, that the grand master shall have power, upon proper 
application, to grant a license for the use of said terms, or any one of 
them, by any Masonic publication, or by any mutual benefit associa- 
tion doing business with Masons only in this jurisdiction, whenever, in 
his judgment, he shall deem it prox)er so to do. Such license so granted 
shall be indefinite as to time, and the grand master shall have power 
to revoke the same at his discretion.” 

This was duly seconded by fifty lodges but was rejected on the 
recommendation of the committee on jurisprudence, who say: 

Your committee on jurisprudence, to whom was referred the 
amendment to Section 48 of grand lodge by-laws beg leave to report 
that the proposed amendment is designed to confer on the grand mas- 
ter, upon proper application to him, to grant a license for the use of 
said terms, or any one of them, by a Masonic publication, or any mu- 
tual benefit association doing business with Masons only, in this juris- 
diction, whenever in his judgment he shall deem it proper so to do, 
for an indefinite time, and to revoke the same at his discretion. This 
proposed amendment virtually makes the grand master a Masonic 
commissioner of insurance and would give him authority to authorize 
certain insurance companies to use the word “Masons” or “Masonic” 
or “Free and Accepted Masons” or of the letters “F. &. A.M.” in con- 
nection with their business. 

Your committee state, in their judgment, grand lodge has no 
power to go into the insurance business, and much less to confer upon 
the grand master the right to grant a license to any corporation or 
persons to use our name or names to traffic upon and do business for 
gain and to our detriment. 
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Article IX of grand lodge constitution defines the powers of grand 
lodge: and the act of incorporation also defines its powers. Nowhere 
has the grand lodge power to authorize the grand master to perform 
the duties which this proposed amendment asks grand lodge to confer 
on grand master. 

Minnesota: The following resolution was adopted as a substitute 
for the one noticed in our report of last year: 

Resolved . That it shall be deemed unmasonic for any Mason within 
this jurisdiction to hereafter become a member of any insurance com- 
pany having or using Masonic insignia or the term Masonic, or refer- 
ring to the Masonic fraternity in its title, or using illustrations or 
representations of Masonic emblems on its business cards, circulars, 
or correspondence; and it shall be deemed unmasonic for any Mason 
to hereafter solicit any person in this jurisdiction to become a mem- 
ber or beneficiary in any such organization using the title or emblems 
indicated; provided, that this resolution shall not take effect until 
March 31, 1898. 

Brother Flint (now grand master), of Nova Scotia, is favorably 
impressed with the Michigan legislation. Brother McCleary, of the 
Pennsylvania committee, hopes for its success, and says: ‘‘The steal- 
ing of the mantle of Freemasonry to serve Mammon in is not confined 
to Michigan.” M. W. Brother Cunningham, of Ohio, agrees that the 
word “Masonic” should not be used for advertising purposes except 
wherein it is strictly pertinent and appropriate, of which the grand 
master or the grand lodge should judge before its use is conceded. M.W. 
Brother Chambers, of Quebec, refers to the action without com- 
ment. M.W. Brother Blatt, of South Dakota, occupies substantially 
the same position as Brother Cunningham, and the Grand Lodge of 
Utah adopted the following: 

Resolved , That all insurance associations claiming to be Masonic, 
or having any name indicating or suggesting Masonry, be, and are 
hereby dcelared unmasonic. 

The action of Virginia has already been quoted under Iowa. 

R.W. Brother Kuykenkall, of Wyoming, copies the remarks of 
the grand master of New Mexico, and seconds them in his accustomed 
vigorous fashion: 

If such frauds and swindles upon the public and especially upon 
Masons cannot be reached by action of grand lodges, then the latter 
should move upon legislative bodies to provide a civil or criminal rem- 
edy regarding the use of the word Masonic by associations not au- 
thorized so to do by the grand lodge. It is a matter that cannot be 
grappled with too suddenly for the present and future benefit of our 
fraternity, and Masons should give all such a wide berth unless they 
deserve to reap a good crop of grief financially and otherwise. 

These expressions are sufficient to show in what direction the cur- 
rent is now setting; and, although it will be yet a good while before the 
desired end is reached, the revolutionary nature and tendencies of the 
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evil complained of is becoming so generally recognized that it will be 
reached. Human cupidity will still remain, and although this partic- 
ular manifestation of it shall disappear, in this particular guise, we 
may be sure that the necessity for watchfulness against its outcrop- 
pings will remain also. 


NON- AFFILIATION AND NON-PAYMENT OF DUES. 

“Masonic relief is never purchased or sold, and therefore never 
creates a debt,” said Brother Drummond in his masterly report on the 
question of reimbursement for relief extended to distressed Masons. 
This ought to be true with reference to all the relations of the relief 
question, but every year the proceedings of some one or more grand 
lodges show that it is not. One of the favorite methods of getting 
back at the incorrigible non-affiliate, and one of the earliest resorted 
to, is to deny to him and his family that relief in distress to which he 
is equally entitled with every other Mason by the provisions of a law 
older than the possibility of affiliation in the sense in which the word 
is understood at the present day, and yet in the most drastic legisla- 
tion against this class of Masons there is pretty certain to be a pro- 
vision by which the offender may condone the offense by the payment 
of a given cash contribution. 

This year Idaho comes to the front with a special report upon what 
the record with perhaps unconscious wit styles “the twin subjects of 
non-affiliates and non-payment of dues,” proving to the satisfaction 
of the writer and the conviction of the grand lodge that non-affiliation 
is an offense as well as an evil; that the evil should be remedied, and 
that it will be remedied by just another turn of the fraternal thumb- 
screw as proposed in the following resolution, in which we have itali- 
cized the strawberry mark which bespeaks its commercial lineage: 

Resolved, That every Mason residing within this jurisdiction hold- 
ing a dimit shall, within six months from this date, present his peti- 
tion for membership in some lodge within this jurisdiction, and on 
failure so to do, or to pay dues according to the by-laws of the lodge nearest 
his residence , the master of the lodge within whose jurisdiction such 
offending brother, if known, resides shall order the junior warden of 
his lodge to prefer charges against such unaffiliated brother of unma- 
sonic conduct in not so presenting his petition for membership, and 
such proceedings shall be had as provided for in trials for unmasonic 
conduct, and if no sufficient excuse shall be shown for such failure to 
affiliate, and the offending brother be found guilty, he shall be ex- 
pelled from the order. 

Doubtless it was not the fault of the author of the report that he had 
read Mackey and Simons more than the history of anti-non-affiliate 
legislation in this country, but only his misfortune and the misfortune 
of the Grand Lodge of Idaho. That history shows, as confessed by those 
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who were themselves party to the stringent legislation, that non-affiL 
iation has gone on increasing pari passu with the severity of the legis- 
lation against it; and Idaho comes up smilingly with its cure-all 
penalties just at a time when their demonstrated futility has caused 
a very perceptible reaction towards more liberal views. Among those 
touching the subject during the year under review, are as follows: 

Colorado: M.W. Brother Greenleaf, reviewing Iowa says: 

The more thought we have bestowed upon those twin perplexities 
— “non-affiliation and “non-payment of dues” — the more thoroughly 
convinced are we that there has been an over-indulgence in legislation 
in these matters, from which no good has resulted to compensate for 
the actual injury done to the spirit of fraternity by the infusion of 
worldly methods of business thrift. On the matter of “non-payment 
of dues” and excessive penalties therefor, we expressed our opinion 
in last year’s report. We have serious doubts whether “non-affiliation 
is cause for discipline,” as set forth in our by-law, and it is extremely 
questionable whether it could be enforced should charges be made in 
accordance with the strict letter thereof. For instance, we have 
known of non-affiliates of unblemished character, and occupying high 
official positions in the community, who, for some real or fancied 
wrong suffered at the hands of brethren, took their dimits and never 
darkened the portals of a lodge again. Under the Colorado law they 
are chargeable with an offense and subject to discipline, for Masonry 
is no respecter of persons, and if the law applies to one, it applies to 
all, without any exception. The law is virtually a dead letter. 

Indiana: M.W. Brother Buckle, reviewing the action of Idaho, 
says: 

We are not in sympathy with the legislation to punish non-affilia- 
tion as a Masonic crime. When for any reason a Mason ceases to find 
anything in Masonry which appeals to his better manhood, or his so- 
cial feelings, or finds that Masonic intercourse or Masonic charity is 
a burden to him, let him set himself off to himself in peace. He prac- 
tically renounces in every jurisdiction his right of visitation, to char- 
ity, to burial, to all association with Masonry as an organization, 
retaining only the privilege of saying, “I am a Mason.” He cannot 
release himself from the ties of the institution. Can we absolve him? 

We believe in voluntary membership; in making affiliation possi- 
ble without delay, and without expense, and without compulsion. 

Maine: M.W. Brother Drummond, noting the protest of Brother 
Davies “that ‘Masonry for revenue only’ is not a California produc- 
tion, and is neither approved nor tolerated by the fraternity in theory 
or practice,” says: 

We fully agree. But this is not our indictment against the Cali- 
fornia law. When a member is suspended or dropped for non-payment 
of dues, he is not in such good standing as will enable him to apply for 
membership; but the law we object to is the one which suspends, with- 
out trial, from all the rights and benefits of Masonry, a non-affiliate 
who holds a regular dimit from a lawful lodge, especially when we read 
the paragraph first quoted above, that lodges are at perfect liberty 
to reject a candidate for affiliation, because they do not wish to “take 
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another boarder!” To put such a disability on a Mason and continue 
it by the vote of one member of a lodge , seems to us not only grossly unma- 
sonic but absolutely monstrous. There is a grim irony in the anxiety 
to be able tonaccept the rejected material of another lodge, and yet 
to hold that the completed work of the same lodge is not to have any 
Masonic recognition! A rejected candidate actually stands better 
than a good Mason holding a dimit! 

He quotes the following resolution adopted by Colorado: 

“Non-affiliation is cause for discipline, and all non-affiliates, who 
have not made application for membership in some lodge in this grand 
jurisdiction, within one year, shall not be entitled to visit any lodge 
more than twice during the year, or join any Masonic procession, nor 
be entitled, as a matter of right, to Masonic relief or burial.” 

And says: 

We presume that the corresponding provision that a non-affiliate 
shall have the absolute right to join any lodge in the jurisdiction at 
his discretion, is also law. It cannot be that the Grand Lodge of Colo- 
rado sanctions the discipline of a Mason for what he is utterly power- 
less to prevent. 

Mississippi: The answer of the law committee to the question: 
“When a non-affiliate neglects to pay dues, what measures can be 
taken to compel him to do so?” affords an illustration of how things 
manage to get “on sale:” 

None. If he does not pay the lodge under whose juridiction he re- 
sides, he forfeits his claims upon the lodge and cannot be permitted 
to visit it or exercise any other Masonic right. The matter begins 
and ends with himself; if he chooses to pay he is entitled to exercise 
the same rights that a member of another lodge, in good standing, 
may as a visitor, and if he does not, the lodge simply closes its doors 
against him and denies him funeral honors or relief from its funds. 

Montana: M.W. Brother Hedges, reviewing Louisiana, says: 

“We are coming to the conclusion of Brother Fellows that the 
war upon non-affiliates has been carried to an extreme discreditable 
to Masonry. The fault is not all on one side, and coercive measures 
in their extreme form are discreditable.” 

New South Wales: The committee on correspondence reviewing 
South Carolina, say: 

A novel method is suggested as a means of checking the evil of 
non-affiliation. The grand master proposes to abolish the present 
system of dues, under which the poor and the rich are required to pay 
equal amounts, and to institute a sliding scale of payments based on 
the relative wealth of the brethren. Why not proceed to the conclu- 
sion, charging all brethren above a certain standard with the whole 
of the expenses of the Craft, and those below the standard nil? We 
are afraid the solution has not yet been obtained. 

We are not sure that Grand Master Sawyer was not looking in 
the right direction after all. We should like to see the voluntary ex- 
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periment tried — a lodge supported like a church by the payment of 
what each brother himself thinks he ought to pay. 

New York: M.W. Brother Anthony, reviewing Idaho, says: 

The principle that every Mason should belong to a lodge no one 
will gainsay, but that compulsory measures will tend to remedy the 
evil we very much doubt. You can “lead a horse to water, but you 
cannot compel him to drink.” There is a large number of unaffiliated 
Masons in all jurisdictions, but in most instances it is a condition of 
their own choice. Wherein they are a “serious menace to the welfare 
of the fraternity” we, are unable to comprehend. A large percentage 
of this class never should have been made Masons and are no advan- 
tage to the Craft, except as additional units. Boss of interest causes 
many to drop out and this arises from the fact that many lodges are 
simply mills that manufacture Masons. Another factor, and a very 
important one, is the negligence in the collecting of dues as they ac- 
crue. The correction of these faults and an earnest effort to make a 
lodge a place of interest, sociability, and the cultivation of the prin- 
ciple of helpfulness will operate more to the diminution of the growth 
of this class than any radical legislation. 

As to the “honor they enjoy of being Masons,” it appears to us 
that it is a very questionable honor. The deprivation of the benefits of 
membership, the right of any claim to assistance or burial, would 
seem to be a condition wherein their being Masons in name is of no 
practical advantage to them, and no impediment to the welfare of 
the Craft. 

Ohio: M.W. Brother Cunningham, copies this from the Iowa 
code: 

“He shall, after one year from the date of his dimit, have no other 
claim upon Masonic charity than have the needy and deserving, who 
are not and never have been Masons, nor be permitted to walk in Ma- 
sonic processions, nor receive Masonic burial, but shall still be subject to 
Masonic discipline , and remain under those obligations which can never be re- 
pudiated nor laid aside . 5 ’ 

Confessing to the italics, he says: 

It would, perhaps, be well to consider in this connection how one 
party to a mutual agreement can, without the consent of the other 
party, annul any of the points of a mutually solemn obligation, made 
without reservation or qualification therefor upon the part of either? 

Whilst there are perhaps lodge privileges that a non-affiliate 
might be refused, and justly so, yet when a man is made a Mason he 
does not even obligate himself to become or remain the member of 
amr particular lodge; he is made a Mason, and the whole fraternity, 
through the worshipful master, are individually equally bound to him 
as Masons, as he is personally to them, without any reservation what- 
ever as to its peculiar fraternal features, embodied in Brotherly love, 
Relief, and Truth. 

In this connection, also, whilst it is said in defense of all forced 
membership regulations — and I regret to say that the enactments of 
our own grand lodge, in providing for expulsions for non-payment of 
dues, is not free from this objectionable legislation — that every Mason 
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should be a member of some particular lodge, yet that membership 
then and membership now are very different in a very essential par- 
ticular, viz.: Annual dues, upon the payment of which the present 
membership in a lodge is alone predicated, is of modern origin, and 
was comparatively, if not wholly, unknown previous to the present 
century; hence ability to pay dues and their payment were not then, 
as now, factors in the retention of lodge membership. At this day 
even annual dues are not universal outside of the United States. 

The seven hundred suspensions for non-payment of dues the past 
year in Iowa, the large number in our own and in many other grand 
jurisdictions — and this also year after year — with a very large per- 
centage of loss in the reinstatements, ought to be a sufficient proof 
of the futility of extreme penalties for non-payment of dues, non- 
affiliation, and concurrent one-sided legislation for enforced member- 
ship. Dropping from the roll should be a sufficient penalty for non- 
payment of dues. The old-time cultivation of social and fraternal 
relations in every lodge, and making the social relations a more promi- 
nent feature, a reasonable fee for dismissions, no fee for affiliations, 
and not exorbitant dues, would, in the opinion of your committee, 
work a great change for the better, if thoroughly tried. 

Quebec: R.W. Brother Whyte in the introduction to his report 
says: 

Among other subjects of debate have been the standing and dis- 
cipline of “non-affiliates.” The question of making them contrib- 
uting members of a lodge, “ nolens volens,” by the threat of Bell, Book 
and Candle, have been seriously considered. In fact one jurisdiction 
has gone the length of legislating that a non-affiliate of twelve months’ 
standing shall be summonsed, tried and expelled from the Fraternity if 
he does not affiliate with some lodge. Now we think this does not go 
far enough. The punishment does not quite fit the crime. Some leg- 
islation should surely be enacted to follow this criminal fellow, after 
death, into the other world. 

•In the following from his review of Georgia, his closing interrog- 
ator}^ hits the mark: 

What! all Masonic rights? What about the five points of fellow- 
ship? Are all Masonic rights to be debarred a brother because he 
does not contribute a few shekels to the coffers of some local lodge? 

Reviewing the Idaho action he says: 

A special committee brought in a report that non-affiliates in 
this jurisdiction, holding a dimit shall, within six months, apply for 
affiliation. Failure to do so, the lodge within whose jurisdiction he 
resides, shall bring charges against him of un-masonic conduct, and 
if no sufficient excuse be offered “he shall be expelled from the order.” 
The secretary of each lodge is also to report the names of every mem- 
ber in arrears to their lodge on the first of June each year, and if not 
excused, the defaulting brother is to be suspended. The grand lodge 
adopted both these reports. 

So! it is a greater crime in Idaho to pay what you owe honestly 
and retire, than to be a delinquent for dues. The punishment is 
greater to the man who owes nothing, than to the man who allows 
himself to be in debt and won’t pay. If we lived in Idaho, and the 
surroundings of the lodge were so uucongenial that we found it im- 
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possible to attend, we should decline to pay, and our punishment would 
be much milder, rnasonically. Well, well! It reminds us of the Irish 
priest’s plan of making- his congregation “good Christians,” with a 
club and threats of excommunication. 

South Dakota: M.W. Brother Blatt, in his introductory re- 
marks, says: 

This subject, though somewhat subsiding, is still a constant topic 
of argument and legislation. The latter is as varied as the colors of 
the rainbow. In one jurisdiction, less than sixty miles distant, the 
thumb-screw legislation of ’95 was amended the year following, and 
withal so complicated that an attorney from the Quaker city would 
have been lost in its mazes. In ’97 the whole subject was re-codified 
and re-enacted in a manner comprehensible to laymen. The strict 
enforcement of the very plain and simple regulations of our own grand 
lodge, we deem all that is necessary to do, all that we ought to do. 
While membership in the lodge is a Masonic duty, a dnty existent 
since the organization of lodges, yet we have failed to see any benfits 
derived by coercion in the line of legislation. 

Tennessee: M.W. Brother Morgan, reviewing Louisiana, repro- 
duces entire from Brother Fellows’ report our remarks on this sub- 
ject in the introduction to our report of 1896, as fully meeting his 
views. We reproduce here only the last two sentences: 

In view of the purely commercial root of all the legislation of 
recent years respecting non-affiliation, it would be the simplest pru- 
dence on the part of the candidate to insist that there shall be two 
parties to the contract to which he is required to assent on the thresh- 
old of initiation, and that with some authorized representative of the 
Fraternity there should be a joint repudiation of all mercenary mo- 
tives. 

It would be by no means surprising, considering their common 
root, if the cruside against non-affiliates and the tendency to convert 
Masonry into a mutual benefit or assurance society should wane, as 
they have waxed, together. 

Virginia: R.W. Brother Alexander, reviewing Colorado and 
referring to the Colorado legislation which we reproduced above, 
brings to the discussion of the subject the novelty and freshness of 
some new ideas. He says: 

Personally we lean hard toward the grand master’s decision. 

If Masonic standing is only impaired bv sentence of a lodge after 
due trial (Colorado), or is impaired without due trial , by suspension for 
non-payment of dues (Virginia), what relation in the particular of 
“standing,” does the non-affiliate bear to the Masonic Fraternit}^ un- 
der the other laws, last mentioned, of Virginia, Colorado, and other 
jurisdictions? 

Good standing is generally understood to entitle a brother to all 
the rights and benefits of Masonry. Brother Fellows says: “The non- 
affiliate can only be deprived of lodge benefits but is entitled to all the 
other benefits which are infinitely superior to lodge benefits strictly 
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speaking'.” What are the superior benefits of the non-affiliate in good 
standing? 

1. A knowledge of the mysteries of Masonry. 

2. The pleasurable enjoyment of reflection upon teachings which 
lose more than half their charm and are indeed nothing but ‘‘words, 
words, words,” unless practiced. 

3. The right to make himself known to and converse on the subject 
of Masonry with any brother willing thereto. 

4. The right to claim the assistance of any individual Mason , should 
his necessities require it. 

Are there any other benefits than those mentioned outside of lodge 
benefits. 

It must not be forgotten that Masonry is not only brotherhood but 
fellowship in the best sense of the term; if it does not mean that it 
does not mean anything. For more than one hundred and fifty years 
lodge organization has been the best and most practical expression of 
that fellowship, and has been recognized as the best method of success- 
fully fulfilling the great mission of Masonry. 

Fellowship means association, confederation, combination, com- 
pany, partnership, so say the dictionaries. Non-affiliation has for its 
taproot disintegration, has no element of fellowship, is repugnant if not 
antagonistic to the purposes of Masonry, has only the accident of in- 
itiation to offer for its brotherhood and has not accomplished, nor can 
it hope to accomplish anything of magnitude on any line of Masonic 
life. With rare exceptions, individual effort beyond self , is like atomic 
effort; never potential except when aggregated. 

It has been said that affiliation cannot be enforced, that non-af- 
filiation is not a Masonic crime, and the question has been asked why 
inflict a penalty similar to that of criminality? The statements are 
true and the answer to the question is equally true. For the reason 
that Masonry is confined to two kinds of discipline for an}^ and all Ma- 
sonic irregularities, offenses or crimes, viz: reprimand and deprivation 
of Masonic rights and privileges. 

If the non-affiliate is at all subject to discipline it must be one of these 
two, and reprimand cannot be made effective. Of the second there 
are only two degrees: abridgement, at present practiced by some grand 
jurisdictions, suspension, and expulsion. If there is any other form 
of Masonic discipline which can be applied by a Masonic lodge, will 
some brother tell us of it? 

It is a fact that a great deal of unnecessary and unappreciative 
sympathy has been wasted upon a question which could with much 
more propriety be phrased: Why insist upon the non-affiliate assum- 
ing a relation which he does not desire to a fraternity which he does 
not appreciate? 

Non-affiliation in good standing is a diseased growth upon the body 
of Masonry and sympathy has only proved a mollifying ointment, with 
little or no healing properties. The spirit of every obligation or tie 
of Freemasonry means close, true, helpful, and loving fellowship; if 
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it is not so, why the expressions of regret that there are such a large 
number of non-affiliates? Not a writer of the Guild believes a non- 
affiliate is in his right place or is doing his duty by remaining in that 
relation. 

How would worthy do in place of the words good standing? Or bet- 
ter still, persistently exercise the right of objection as was said of 
Ephraim, “Let him alone.” 

Granted that the mollifying ointment has accomplished so little 
in the healing way, has the blister, the moxa, or the knife accom- 
plished anything beyond blunting the sensibilities or those who apply 
them in violation of the obligations which rest— or should rest — with 
equal weight upon all parties to the contract. Of course Masons, like 
other people, will get piqued if their neighbors, or, worse yet, their 
kindred, persist in taking a different view of duty than they them- 
selves do; but surely those whose training is supposed to be a help in 
subduing the passions, should not be the first to enforce tlieir ideas of 
duty with a bludgeon. It is a singular fact that most Masons who be- 
wail the “evil” of a brother’s separating himself from them, seem to 
believe that the only orthodox cure for the evil is to drive the object 
of their solicitude back into the fold with a cudgel; to draw him back 
by a silken thread would be no cure at all. Just now the preponder- 
ance of opinion is manifestly tending to the more fraternal method, 
and this preponderance is .likely to be augmented as the few grand 
lodges that have not profited either by .their own experience or the 
experience of others, have had their turn with the coercive panacea. 


CREHATION. 

The relations of cremation to the Masonic burial service are at- 
tracting a little attention. The approved California decision of 1896 
that “the act of cremating the body of a deceased Mason does not con- 
stitute a Masonic burial. The performance of the ceremonies of our 
ritual for burial would not be appropriate on such an accasion,” has 
evoked comments in a few quarters, few enough to show that it is not 
generally regarded as a question of present practical importance. 

Brother Grace, of Arkansas, stating the substance of the de- 
cision, or statement, says: 

“Certainly not. Unless the ritual was abolished and a completely 
new one substituted, the Masonic burial service would be superlatively 
ridiculous at a cremation.” 

M. W. Brother Davies, it will be seen, strikes a very different point 
of view, and with different results. Reviewing Iowa, and referring to 
Brother COXE, he says: 

His review of California is of the administration of Grand Master 
Preston, with whose acts and opinions the doctor finds himself in gen- 
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eral Accord, though he halts momentarily at the declaration, under 
decisions, “that the act of cremating the body of a deceased Mason 
does not constitute a Masonic burial.” We join in your surprise, 
Brother Coxe, and feel like asking: Who ever said it did? The decision 
as reported is in fact no decision. We suppose the information de- 
sired was, in effect: May the Masonic funeral service be performed 
over the remains of a brother after the body has been cremated? And 
if asked, we would answer: Why not? In the language of our funeral 
service, “we accompany the remains of a brother to the place of inter- 
ment and deposit them with the solemn formalities of the Craft,” and 
we think the ashes, the cremated remains of the brother, are ample war- 
rant for the service. 

Reviewing South Dakota, Brother Davies says: 

His notice of California is of the administration of Grand Master 
Preston, whose opinions meet with his approval, other than his hold- 
ing cremation to be a bar to Masonic burial, and asks: “If the pres- 
ent ritual is not appropriate, why not make one?” He adds: “We 
like cremation; it will be the burial of the future.” 

We make no issue with Brother Blatt about the final disposition 
of the mortal body after the spirit or soul shall have left it for the 
land from which none ever return, and while we honor it with solemn 
ceremonial, it is only as the remains of a friend and brother whose 
departed spirit is, we trust, in the peaceful abode of the blessed. What 
matters it that the remains are reduced “ashes to ashes” or remain 
insensate flesh. We see no inconsistency in giving the remains of a 
brother, after cremation, Masonic burial, and yet we can’t join Brother 
Blatt in his admiration for cremation, though possibly, if we lived in 
South Dakota, we might. 

R.W. Brother Stevenson, of Idaho, reviewing California, repro- 
duces the decision with these prefatory remarks: 

How often we hear Masons express themselves in favor of crema- 
tion. It was just the other day that we heard a past grand master — 
a good, true Mason, too — declare his belief in cremation: and he re- 
marked that if be was cremated he desired the ashes even to be cast 
to the winds of the four quarters. This struck us as being a rather 
dangerous experiment for a Mason. 

No one would claim that the present burial service, unchanged, 
could be appropriately performed as a prelude to committing the 
body to the flames, and with crematories only in a few of the larger 
cities of the country the question of its fitness would have for the 
most of the Craft only a speculative interest. As related to the mat- 
ter of burying the ashes of a brother whose remains had alread}^ been 
cremated, there would seem to be no more necessity of raising the 
question of appropriateness, than if the body had undergone another 
chemical change by being embalmed. 

The question of whether interment as at present, or cremation, is 
to be the coming method of disposing of man’s mortal remains, is one 
whose settlement will not be appreciably influenced by the attitude 
or action of Masonic governing bodies. 
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THE ORDER OF THE EASTERN STAR. 

“The Eastern Star has come to stay; the question now is, how 
shall we treat it so that it shall do the least harm?” 

This is substantially the opinion given and question asked by one 
our most sagacious observers, but (notwithstanding the quotation 
mark) possibly not in his exact language. It maybe well, therefore, 
to collate here some of the current comments on this topic, if haply 
they may be helpful towards an ultimate answer. 

District of Columbia: R.W. Brother Singleton, reviewing the 
address of Grand Master Strother, of Nevada, says: 

The Order of the Eastern Star receives a notice from him men- 
tioning the fact that at a public installation of the officers of a lodge 
where he was present, and on the same evening the officers of the 
chapter O.E.S., were also installed. “Mrs. L. Booth, of Reno, deputy 
grand matron of the jurisdiction of California, was the installing offi- 
cer, and was ably assisted by Mrs. Williams, of Reno, acting grand 
marshal. As an installing officer, Mrs. Booth is certainly a success.” 

Comment is unnecessary. Like some “toasts,” we drink in silence. 
However, we quote from the continued remarks of the address: 

“In regard to the Order of the Eastern Star with which I nave been brought 
in contact, in installing the officers of Reno Lodge No. 13, and Wadsworth Lodge 
No. 25, I know little or nothing, except that of which I have been informed by par- 
ties claiming to be members thereof, and by witnessing their installation cere- 
monies. That it admits to membership both men and women I know to be a fact. 
However, there is a proviso that the women shall be related to Masons, and the 
men must be Master Masons in good standing, Th ir installation ritual is very 
similar to our own, and to an outsider it would appear that in a few years more, 
with their advanced ideas of Masonry, we will be able, no doubt, to read the in- 
stallation services from the same monitor. There are no objections; they can 
take it bodily and use it, for anything that is printed is public property. 

“We have no patent (query, copyright?) covering our printed forms and don’t 
want any. I was a little surprised a few days since, however, to hear a Mason, and 
a full-fledged Star (a young one, however,) say that the Eastern Star was as much, 
or more, entitled to be recognized as Masons' (Masonic) , than the Royal Arch Chap- 
ter and Knights Templar. The Stars seem to be a new departure or a new side- 
show that claims to be more Masonry than Masonry itself.” 

This reminds one of the fable of the Arab and his camel. The 
Arab was in his tent and the camel outside, when a storm arose; the 
camel asked permission to put his head inside of the tent; as the storm 
grew worse, he asked to get his neck and shoulders inside; and then to 
get his whole body, and finally the camel took possession of the tent 
and drove the Arab outside. 

Iowa: Grand Master Dewey says: 

The “Order of the Eastern Star,” composed of Masons, their wives, 
widows, sisters, and daughters, has become a formidable organization 
in our state, being at this time composed of over two hundred chap- 
ters, with a membership exceeding eleven thousand, and officered and 
controlled by the “fairest among ten thousand.” 

The character of its membership ought to have a tendency to at- 
tract the attention of this grand lodge, and, as far as consistent, re- 
ceive our moral sympathy and support. 
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My observation is, that where chapters of the Order of the Eastern 
Star have been established it has added a new zest to Masonry, stimu- 
lating its social features, and indeed proving itself an active auxiliary 
to our Order. 

If this be true, it would follow that it is little for us to do to so far 
extend our good wishes and fraternal sympathy as shall afford encour- 
agement. That we may do so, I suggest the adoption of the following 
or some like enactment as a — 

STANDING REGULATION. 

That the organization known and designated as the “Order of the 
Eastern Star,” when composed of Masons, their wives, widows, sisters, 
and daughters, may occupy Masonic halls for festival and ceremonial 
purposes. 

The grand lodge adopted the following from the committee on 
address: 

We heartily concur in the recommendation that our sister order 
of the Eastern Star be granted permission, at the option of the sub- 
ordinate lodges, to occupy Masonic halls for festival and ceremonial 
services. Possibly a strict construction of our law would not permit 
of such use, yet it is doubtless true that many lodges are now permit- 
ting such occupancy, and it would seem to be entirely proper to do so, 
and it will be well to grant such authority as shall save all question 
as to the legality and propriety of so doing. 

W. Brother Coxe, reviewing Nevada, and. referring to the grand 
master, says: 

Nine official visitations are reported, and in addition the most 
worshipful reports his presence at a public installation of officers of 
a Chapter of the Eastern Star, and the elegant banquet which fol- 
lowed, and then he devotes a half page to the discussion of that order, 
of which he admits thatffie knows “little or nothing.” The admission 
was unnecessary; his irrelevant remarks are conclusive. 

Maine: M.W. Brother Drummond, reviewing Ohio, says: 

The grand lodge is likely to have a circus this year over the East- 
ern Star question. The grand master devoted three pages of his ad- 
dress to the subject. Brother Carson introduced an amendment to the 
by-laws entirely excluding the order from lodge rooms: other breth- 
ren introduced an amendment leaving to the lodge the question of its 
admission. Both sides are in earnest and excited, and when the time 
for action upon the proposed amendments comes, there will be a bat- 
tle royal. We are constrained to say that, in our opinion, the grand 
master, in his remarks upon this subject in his address, forgot the 
dignity of his high office. 

The whole controversy grows out of the foolish law about joint 
occupancy of halls; under that law, allowing a body to meet in a Ma- 
sonic hall concedes a Masonic, or a quasi Masonic, character to the 
body admitted. To carry out the doctrine of dedication to its logical 
result, when a lodge ceases to occupy a hall dedicated to Masonry, it 
should be burned up or at least torn down. If the effect of dedication 
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ceases when its Masonic use ceases, it ceases when the use is tempo- 
rarily interrupted as well as when permanently terminated. 

New Jersey: Brother Edwards, reviewing- South Dakota and 
referring to Brother BlaTT, says: 

The condition or welfare of the Order of the Eastern Star he does 
not think is a proper subject for introduction into the business of 
Masonry, and he is right, for the very men who are found bolstering 
up this female incubus would not dare to open the door in response to 
an alarm made by a woman who had advanced a step further and pre- 
sented an authorative certificate of standing as a Master Mason. It 
is a matter of record, that within the limits of the United States a 
legitimate grand body of Masons suspended its business and called to 
refreshment for the purpose of receiving into its midst a grand chap- 
ter of the Order of the Eastern Star, and assisted in the installation 
of its officers, after which the business of the Masonic body was re- 
sumed. 

New Mexico: M.W. Brother Frost, reviewing Ohio, says: 

We regret to see that the Eastern Star has obtained such a foot- 
hold in the Masonic system of Ohio as to be a subject for conflicting 
laws. Stamp it out, brethren, and have it re-organized as an institu- 
tion entirely independent from Blue Lodge Masonry, if it is re-organ- 
ized at all. This part of the grand master’s address is interesting and 
is another example of the complications that are sure to follow inno- 
vations into the plan of Masonry. 

Ohio: Grand Master Williams says: 

I have permitted chapters of Eastern Star to occupy lodge-rooms 
for ceremonial and festival purposes in cases where the consent of the 
lodge was unanimous and no objection was offered, limiting, in every 
case, such permission to this annual communication. 

This matter has received very careful consideration during this 
year, and I have taken the advice and opinions of Masons throughout 
the state in whose judgment I have the utmost confidence, and I do 
not find any of the difficulties arising which it was prophesied would 
follow the introduction of chapters of the Eastern Star. Their meet- 
ings, from the best information I can obtain, are little more than so- 
cial gatherings of the Masons and their families, and such sociability 
should, it seems to me, be encouraged and promoted. Where Masonic 
sociability has been prevalent this order has obtained little foothold, 
but where lodges have neglected to open their doors upon proper oc- 
casions for their families, a chapter of the Eastern Star eeems to fill 
the place which the Masons themselves have permitted to remain un- 
occupied. Still, wise and experienced Masons, to whom we are ac- 
customed to look for advice and guidance, believe that evil will result 
from these organizations, and in any action which we take we should 
carefully preserve the right to exclude them from the lodge-rooms if, 
for any reason, their occupation should be found unwise and injurious. 

Two propositions are pending: 

1. To exclude the chapters of the Eastern Star entirely from the 
lodge-rooms. 
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2. To permit them to use lodge-rooms, with the consent of the Ma- 
sonic bodies occupying them, without the consent of the grand master. 

It does not seem to me wise to adopt either proposition in its pres- 
ent form. Prom all I have been able to learn, I believe it will be for 
the interests of Masonry in Ohio to permit the local bodies to decide, 
in the first instance whether or not the lodge-room should be used by 
chapters of the Eastern Star without referring the matter to the 
grandmaster; but I think this permission should be coupled with some 
additional conditions for our protection and the protection of the 
lodges. Among these conditions I would suggest — 

1 '‘First. That the legislation should contain the distinct statement 
that the Order of the Eastern Star is not, and does not claim to be 
Masonic. 

“ Second . A mere majority of the lodge should not be sufficient to 
permit the occupation. Ordinary notice to the members of the lodge 
should be given before the consent is granted, and then the concur- 
rence of two-thirds or three fourths of the members present should be 
required in order to grant consent to such occupation. In other words, 
it should only be granted when there is substantially no opposition 
to it. 

11 Third, It should be an express condition of the consent that it 
may be revoked at any time, without notice, by a majority vote of the 
lodge itself, by the grand lodge, or by the grand master, and the chap- 
ter of the Eastern Star should be required to consent to these condi- 
tions, and to agree to remove from the lodge-room at any time at the 
request of the lodge, of the grand lodge, or of the grand master.” 

The committee on unfinished business reported: 

Your committee on unfinished business begs leave to report that 
it has found nothing requiring its attention except the proposed 
amendment to Section 79 of the Code, and the reference to that por- 
tion of the grand master’s address relating to the same subject, viz., 
the organization known as “The Eastern Star.” The amendments to 
this section of the code were presented by Bro. E. T. Carson and our 
late lamented brother, Thomas J. Melish, and are found on pages 96 

and 98 of the printed proceedings of the year 1896. 

* 

While we affirm that the order or organization known as the East- 
ern Star is not a Masonic organization, and should not be recognized as 
such by this grand body, yet being composed of Master Masons, their 
wives, mothers, sisters, and daughters, and as your committee believes 
the -organization has already done and is capable of doing a vast 
amount of good by awakening a keener interest among the member- 
ship of our subordinate lodges, and believing that each lodge should 
be allowed the greatest amount and degree of latitude not inconsist- 
ant with the principles, groundwork and ancient landmarks of our 
order, we therefore are of the opinion that the proposed amendment 
of Bro. E. T. Carson should not be concurred in, and that the proposed 
amendment of our late Bro. Thomas J. Melish should be concurred in, 
and therefore offer for adoption the following resolution: 

“ Be it resolved, That the words ‘the consent of the grand master’ 
be, and they are hereby stricken out of Section 79 of the code.” 
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R.W. Bro. A. C. Cable raised the point of order that the subject 
matter of the resolution reported by the committee properly belonged 
to the functions of the committee on jurisprudence, underthe by-laws 
of the grand lodge, and the R.W. deputy grand master sustained the 
point of order. 

Brother Hopley then moved that the matters relating to the two 
amendments to the code, and that portion of the grand master’s ad- 
dress, relating to the Order of the Eastern Star, be referred to the 
committee on jurisprudence, with instructions to report within one 
hour: which motion was carried. 

Reviewing California, M.W. Brother Cunningham says: 

Over a half century ago Androgynous degrees were very popular, 
especially the two entitled “The Master Mason’s Daughter” and the 
‘‘Heroine of Jericho.” Of the last-named degree, its recipients were 
eutitled to a silver medal, on one side of which were the letters, 
F.N.D.O.Z.B.T.K.C., at the top, and surrounding the square and com- 
passes with the letters T. on the right and K. on the left of the points 
of the compasses, underneath were two hands joined over a sheaf of 
wheat, on one side of which were the letters A.M., and on the other 
Y.R. On the reverse side of the medal was a Delta, point down, with 
the name of the recipient on the top space, and on the side spaces 
were the letters L.Y.Y.N.O. and O.E.I. U.T., with the letter B. at the 
point. On the outside of the triangle, at the top was the month, and 
on the sides the date of the admission. 

A medal described as above belonged to the writer’s mother and 
is now in his possession. 

South Dakota: M.W.. Brother Blatt, reviewing Ohio, sa3 r s: 

The Order of the Eastern Star is getting into Masonic lodge rooms, 
rather a little difficult, but they get there upon permission of the 
lodge and the grand master. A proposition to again entirely exclude 
them was under consideration. It failed of adoption, and upon the 
announcement of the result of the vote, some brother, on behalf of 
the grand chapter of the order, donated $100 to the Masonic Home. 
With a strict tyler and janitor, and with proper caution against mak- 
ing the lodge a regular club room, we think it is not only safe but 
proper to admit the order into our halls. 

Virginia: R.W. Brother Alexander, reviewing Ohio says: 

The grand master had to contend with conflicting laws in the 
code regarding the “Eastern Stars.” Here is a case: A lodge leased 
its lodge room to the Eastern Stars without obtaining the consent of 
the grand master. He directed the cancellation of the lease, and the 
secretary of the lodge notified the Eastern Stars that they could not 
occupy the lodge room; and they, in turn, tabled the communication be- 
cause it did not bear the seal of the lodge. 

We fear this Mix-o’-Kin Masonry will have the audacity to twinkle 
in the face of the Great Luminary of the Grand East of Ohio if we 
read aright the report on jurisprudence which was adopted. 

Wisconsin: Grand Master Giffin reported that he had replied 
to a letter complaining of the occupation of a lodge room by an East- 
ern Star chapter: 
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Your communication of the 1st at hand and contents noted. If 
any respectable number of the members of the lodges in Janesville 
are dissatisfied with having the lodge rooms used by the Order of the 
Eastern Star, they had better put their objections in form and send 
them to the grand lodge. The Order of the Eastern Star seems to 
have come to Wisconsin to stay, and if not permitted to use Masonic 
halls they will probably find some other places to hold their meetings. 
While not a member of the order myself, I have no special objection 
to permitting Masons’ wives and daughters occasionally occupying our 
apartments for purposes not in conflict with Masonic teachings. If 
our lodge rooms are too sacred for our wives and daughters to some- 
times cross the threshhold and discover their shape they must in 
sacredness exceed the temples erected for the worship of the Supreme 
Architect of the Universe. Each lodge, however, has a right to de- 
cide for itself, subject to the approval of the grand master or the 
grand lodge, as to what institutions shall be permitted to occupy their 
apartments. 

Reviewers, for the most part, have never been much inclined to 
take a serious view of the Eastern Star business. Dear old Brother 
Vaux’s intense antipathy to it was regarded as possibly idiosyncratic, 
and Brother Chadwick’s advocacy as distinctly chivalrous, but both 
were earnest. Generally, however, the subject has been treated, if 
not 'welcomed, as a matter for quips and jokes, a relief from the 
drudgery of routine work or from the strain of closer thought on 
questions of acknowledged gravity. 

Since the discussion of Mexican Masonry has brought to general 
apprehension the fact that women have been made full-fledged Ma- 
sons in that country, there has been a perceptible sobering down on 
the Eastern Star problem, and a disposition to inquire to what length 
Masons belonging to its bodies may have gone in their efforts to per- 
suade the women that they really have a part in Masonry and of Ma- 
sonry, if they have not indeed also persuaded themselves of the same 
thing. In some neighborhoods there must have been a good deal of 
that kind of talk, it being fair to presume that the full-fledged, al- 
though very young Star who was overheard by the grand master of 
Nevada to say “that the Eastern Star was as much or more entitled 
to be recognized as Masons than the Royal Arch chapter and Knight 
Templars” had not thought the problem out for himself, but was the 
echo of others. And these others were not women, but men. No woman 
among the members of these bodies would be misled by the fact that 
only Masons and their female relatives are eligible to membership, 
to believe that she possessed anything that was an integral part of 
Masonry, or if she was, she could not long hold such a belief without 
the conscious collusion of male relatives, or other male members of 
the organization. 

If Masons are willing to be party to such a delusion on the part of 
their women relatives, how long will it be before they will come to 
— k 
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believe that if such relatives are not possessed of real Masonry they 
ought to be? The heated contest in the Grand Lodge of Ohio shows 
that a portion of its members already feel that in some way the East- 
ern Star organization has rights which Masonic authorities are bound 
to respect, and that instead of being something to be dismissed with 
a smile, or a joke, the problem presented has in it elements capable 
of disturbing the peace of the fraternity, and is therefore worthy of 
more serious thought. 

One thing seems very plain to us. The brethren who think the 
organization should be fostered by permitting it the use of Masonic 
apartments are under the strongest obligations to see that its mem- 
bers labor under no delusion in the matter, but that they fully under- 
stand that they are not and cannot be a part of the Masonic body, and, 
therefore, have no ground upon which they can claim the favors con- 
ceded by gallantry and good will as a matter of right. 


CONCLUSION. 

We approach the conclusion of our report with a painful sense of 
its incompleteness. Our index notes are full of untouched subjects 
that we thought we would surely touch when the notes were made, 
but which the waning moments now warn us must be given the go-b}^. 
Some of them are mere straws, but the lightest object afloat may dis- 
close a current beneath. Others are of recognized grave importance, 
but in the discussion of which there is now a temporary lull. 

Of these latter is the subject of jurisdiction over rejected ma- 
terial, which for a few years has occupied a front place. As indi- 
cated in our last report the tentative overture made by the Grand 
Lodge of Maine to see if haply a common ground could be found, to 
occupy which both sides might be willing to yield something in the 
interest of common harmony, has fared better than its precursor, the 
Mississippi proposition, but the result is not immediately encourag- 
ing. The complacency with which as a rule every grand lodge views 
its own regulations is such that it can safely be appealed to by an in- 
dolent or indifferent committee, who want to get rid of a leisure-dis- 
turbing proposition from some other grand lodge avowing no more 
beguiling purpose than the general good; and a report that ‘‘it is in- 
expedient to disturb the settled policy of the jurisdiction” or that 
“experience under our regulations has not disclosed any necessity for 
changing them,” starts on the road to adoption with the combined 
weight of self approbation and inertia at its back. It seems to us 
that the failure of the Maine overture to receive the general consid- 
eration which the importance of the subject might have been ex- 
pected to command for it was from a disinclination to consider any pro- 
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position at that time rather than from deliberately formed objections 
to that particular form. Upon the frequency of cases of friction 
and deadlock occurring under the present diversity of regulation will 
depend the duration of the present ebb in the discussion which is 
sure sooner or later to be again at the flood. Meanwhile there has 
been a distinct gain from the agitation in the wider recognition of 
the fact that pending an arrival at a community of regulation on 
this subject, there can be but one other common, peace-insuring 
ground, and that is, that in dealing with the rejected material of 
other states the grand lodge shall require its lodges to respect the 
regulations of the jurisdiction in which he was rejected. Of course 
this brings us back again to the starting point of the difficulty, the 
failure to respect these regulations, but in traversing the ground it 
has been made plain to the general comprehension that in respect- 
ing those regulations we are not constrained to admit that a grand 
lodge can give its laws extra territorial force but that we are con- 
strained by a principle which transends all territorial lines, the prin- 
ciple that the lawful acts of a regular lodge lawfully at labor under 
the regulations of a recognized grand lodge must be held to be valid 
and to be adequate to give to the material coming under its hand the 
status designed and defined by those regulations. 

The question of the power of the grand master to make Masons 
at sight has not been widely mooted during the year, but the exercise 
of the prerogative by one grand master so queered his grand lodge 
that the case deserves mention: Grand Master Phelps, of Nebraska, 
finding that his son, Harry E. Phelps, was desirous of being made 
a Mason determined to exercise the prerogative in his case, having 
satisfied himself beyond a doubt that the pserogative did exist — and 
also, we presume, of the good taste of exercising it on his own son — 
called to his assistance Grand Senior Warden Young, Grand Secre- 
tary Bowen, W. Brother Walter, master of Acacia Lodge No. 34‘ 
ane twenty-five other Master Masons in the hall of Acacia Lodge (the 
lodge of his own affiliation) at Schuyler, and conferred upon his son the 
three degrees, fully exemplified. Before ‘this action was reported to 
the grand lodge, young Phelps applied for and obtained membership 
in Acacia Lodge. 

The jurisprudence committee, passing the question whether the 
prerogative ever inhered in the office of grand master, expressed the 
opinion that it does not inhere in the office of grand master in Ne- 
braska, and disapproved the grand master’s action. The grand lodge 
(rather cavalierly, as it seems to us,) refused the request made in be- 
half of the grand master — whose successor had not been installed — 
that action be postponed until next year, and adopted the report. 
Timely inquiry was made as to the status of Henry Phelps, and 
thereanent the jurisprudence committee reported that in their opin- 
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ion he was an irregularly made Mason, and recommended that the 
grand master, in person or by proxy, be directed to go to Schuyler as 
soon as convenient, and heal young Phelpr “in due Masonic man- 
ner,” first requiring payment of the fees required by the laws of the 
lodge within whose jurisdiction Phelps resided, for conferring the 
degrees. 

The report was adopted, and we have puzzling spectacle of the 
Grand Lodge of Nebraska in the legerdemain of creating by multi- 
plication something out of nothing, invoking to go to Schuyler and 
confer upon Phelps the Masonic status, a power which the necessity 
for its going showed did not exist! 

The questions growing out of the Perfect Youth theory and its re- 
lation to physical eligibility for the degrees, are becoming more com- 
plicated, and the California executive has been compelled to decide, 
with grand lodge approval, that chronic asthma— degree of severit}?- 
not stated — renders a candidate ineligible. The ultimate logical 
sequence should be a self-operating by-law — like the one that auto- 
matically divests a non-affiliate of his good standing — by which the 
distressed, affiliated mid-summer sufferers from hay fever can be sus- 
pended during their wheezing season. 

Since we were obliged to close the door against proceedings to be 
included in the examination for material entering into our report, 
the following have come to hand: Maine, Oklahoma, Oregon, Prince 
Edward Island, Rhode Island, and Vermont, all for 1898, and also 
Rhode Island for 1897. We had hoped to take up and notice the late 
comers — as we stated on the first page of our report, but we do not 
reach them until our working day is over, and we are compelled, re- 
luctantly to pass them by. The proceedings of New Zealand, North 
Dakota, and Washington have not reached us. 

For a portion of our tabulated data we are indebted as usual to 
M.W. Bro. Jesse B. Anthony, of the New York committee, to whom 
we gratefully tender renewed acknowledgments. 

To our brethren of the guild we tender acknowledgments for their 
generous and increasingly prized favors, and extend fraternal greet- 
ings. 

JOSEPH ROBBINS, 

Committee. 

Ouincy III., Seotember 23, 1898. 
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TABULATED DATA. 

We append here the tables referred to in our introductory remarks. The list 
of o-rand secretaries and their addresses as prepared by the grand secretary, ap- 
pears in another part of the Illinois proceedings; hence it is omitted here. 

TABLE I.— ANNUAL COMMUNICATIONS, ETC. 


GRAND LODGE. 


ANNUAL COMMUNICATION. 


CORRESPONDENCE 

COMMITTEE 


Alabama 

Arizona 

Arkansas 

British Columbia 

California 

Canada 

Colorado 

Connecticut 

Delaware 

Dist. Columbia; 

England 

Florida 

Georgia 

Idaho 

Indiana 

Indian Territory 

Iowa 

Ireland 

Kansas 

Kentucky 

Louisiana 

Maine 

Manitoba 

Maryland 

Massachusetts 

Michigan 

Minnesota 

Mississippi 

Missouri 

Montana • •• 

Nebraska 

Nevada 

New Brunswick 

New Hampshire 

New Jersey 

New Mexico 

New South Wales 

New York •• 

New Zealand -V.. . 

North Carolina 

North Dakota 

Nova Scotia 

Ohio 

Oklahoma 

Oregon 

Pennsylvania 

Prince Edward Island 

Quebec 

Rhode Island 

Scotland 

South Australia 

South Carolina 

South Dakota 

Tasmania 

Tennessee 

Texas 

Utah 

Vermont 

Victoria 

Virginia 

Washington 

West Virginia 

Wisconsin 

Wyoming 


1897, Dec. 7.. 
1897, Nov. 9.. 
1897, Nov. 16.. 
1897, June 17.. 
1897, Oct 13.. 
1897, July 21.. 

1897, Sept. 21 . 

1898, Jan. 19.. 
1897, Oct. 6.. 

1897, Nov. 10.. 

1898, April 27.. 
1898, Jan. 18. 
1897, Oct 26.. 

1897, Sept. 14.. 

1898, May 24.. 

1897, Aug. 10. . 

1898, June 7.. 

1898, .. 

1898, Feb. 16.. 

1897, Oct. 19.. 

1898, Feb. 14.. 
1897, May 4 . . 
1897, June 9.. 
1897, Nov. 16.. 

1897, Dec. 8.. 

1898, Jan. 25.. 
1898, Jan. 12.. 
1898, Feb. 10.. 
1897, Oct. 19.. 
1897, Sept. 15.. 
1897, June 16.. 
1897, June 8.. 

1897, Aug. 24. . 

1898, May 18.. 
1898, Jan. 26.. 
1897, Oct. 4.. 

1897, June 28.. 

1898, June 7.. 
1898, April—.. 
1898, Jan. 11.. 
1898, June — .. 
1897, June 9.. 

1897, Oct. 20. . 

1898, Feb. — .. 
1898, June 15.. 

1897, Dec. 27.. 

1898, June — . . 
1898, Jan. 26.. 

1897, May — .. 

1898, Feb. 3. 
1898, April—.. 

1897, Dec. 14.. 

1898, June 14.. 

1897, Jan. 28.. 

1898, Jan. 26.. 

1897, Dec. 7.. 

1898, Jan. 18.. 
1898, June 15.. 
1897, Mar. 17.. 

1897, Dec. 7.. 

1898, June — . . 

1897, Nov. 9.. 

1898, June 14.. 
1897, Sept. 14.. 


Montgomery 

Bisbee 

Little Rock. .. .. 

Victoria 

San Francisco. .. 

Brantford 

Denver 

Hartford 

Wilmington 

Washington.. 

London 

Jacksonville 

Macon 

Boise 

Indianapolis 

Ardmore 

Council Bluffs — 

Dublin 

Wichita 

Louisville 

New Orleans 

Portland 

Winnipeg 

Baltimore.... 

Boston 

Grand Rapids — 

St. Paul... 

Water Valley... 

St. Louis 

Helena 

Lincoln 

Elko 

St John 

Concord 

Trenton 

Albuquerque 

Sydney 

New York 

Proceedings not 

Oxford 

Proceedings not 

Halifax 

Columbus 

Proceedings not 

Portland 

Philadelphia 

Proceedings not 

Montreal 

Proceedings not 

Edingburgh 

Proceedings not 

Charleston 

Sioux Falls 

Launceston 

Nashville 

Houston 

Salt Lake City . . . 

Burlington 

Melbourne 

Richmond 

Proceedings not 

Charleston 

Milwaukee 

Rawlins 


Palmer J. Pillans. 

No report. 

A. B. Grace. 

W. A. DeWolf Smith. 
William A. Davies. 
Henry Robertsen. 
Lawr'nce N.Greenleaf 
JohnH. Barlow. 

Lewis H. Jackson. 

Wm. R. Singleton. 

No report. 

No report. 

W. S. Ramsay. 

Charles C. Stevenson. 
Nicholas R. Ruckle. 

No report. 

J. C. W. Coxe, D.D. 

No report. 

John C. Postlethwaite 
W. W. Clarke. 

No report. 

Josiah H. Drummond 
No report. 

No report. 

No report. 

Jefferson S. Conover. 
Irving Todd. 

Andrew H. Barkley. 
John D. Vincil 
Cornelius Hedges. 

No report. 

No report. 

No report. 

Albert S. Wait. 

Geo. B. Edwards. 

Max Frost. 

John B. Trivett. 

Jesse B. Anthony. 
received. 

John A. Collins. 

l received . 

Thomas B. Flint. 

Wm. M. Cunningham. 
received. 

Robert Clow. 

Michael Arnold. 
received. 

Will H. Whyte. 
received. 

No report. 
received. 

No report. 

William Blatt. 

No report. 

George H. Morgan. 
Thomas M. Matthews. 
Christopher Diehl. 
Marsh O. Perkins. 

No report. 

J. E. Alexander. 
received. 

Geo. W. Atkinson. 
Aldro Jenks. 

William L.Kuykendall 
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TABLE II.— GRAND MASTERS. 


GRAND LODGE. 


RETIRING. 


INSTALLED. 


ADDRESS. 


Alabama 

Arizona 

Arkansas 

British Columbia 

California 

Canada 

Colorado 

Connecticut 

Delaware 


James A. Bilbro 

Wm. P. Nichols 

C. C. Ayers 

Alex. Charleson.. 

Wm. Thos Lucas 

William Gibson 

George W. Roe 

George A. Kies 

J. Paul Lukins 


Dist. Columbia. 


Mathew Trimble 


England 

Florida 

Georgia 

Idaho 

Indiana 

Indian Territory 

Iowa 

Ireland 

Kansas 

Kentucky 

Louisiana 

Maine 

Manitoba 

Maryland 

Massachusetts 

Michigan 

Minnesota 

Mississippi 

Missouri 

Montana 

Nebraska 

Nevada 

New Brunswick 

New Hampshire 

New Jersey 

New Mexico 

New South Wales . . . 

New York 

New Zealand 

North Carolina 

North Dakota 

Nova Scotia 

Ohio 

Oklahoma 

Oregon 

Pennsylvania 

Prince Edward Isl’d. 

Quebec 

Rhode Island 

Scotland 

South Australia 

South Carolina 

South Dakota 

Tasmania 

Tennessee 

Texas 

Utah 

Vermont 

Victoria 

Virginia 

Washington 

West Virginia 

Wisconsin 

Wyoming 


j H. R. H. The Prince 

l of Wales 

James M. Hilliard.. . . 

James W. Taylor 

Fred G. Mock 

Mason J. Niblack 

Silas Armstrong 

A. R. Dewey ... 

Duke of Abercorn. . . 

Wm. M. Shaver 

Robert F. Peak 

Albert G. Price 

August's R.Farnham 

Corbet Locke 

Thos. J. Shryock 

Chas. C. Hutchinson. 
Lou B.Winsor. . . . 

James F. Lawless... 

John S. Cobb 

Dorsey A. Jamison. . 
Charles H. Gould . .. 

Charles J. Phelps 

Enoch Strother 

Julius T. Whitlock . . 

Henry A. Marsh 

Geo. W. Fortmeyer. . 

Charles Bowner 

Jos. Palmer Abbott.. 
Wm. A. Sutherland.. 


Walter E. Moore. 


John W. Huhland.. . . 

Nelson Williams 

Albert W. Fisher — 
William H. Hobson.. 

Wm. J. Kelly 

Leonard Morris 

E. T. D. Chambers. . . 

Wm. W. Crawley 

Lord Saltoun 

S. J. Way 

Jacob T. Barron 

Albert W. Coe 

C. E. Davies 

A. N. Sloan 

A. B. Watkins. 

Abram Dale Gash... 
Daniel N. Nicholson. 

Lord Brassey 

Alfred R. Courtney. . 
Archibald W. Frater 

B. D. Gibson 

Nathan C.Giffln 
DeForestRichards . . . 


James A. Bilbro 

Joseph B. Creamer.. 

J. B. Baker 

E. D. McLaren. .. . 

Thomas Flint, Jr 

William Gibson 

Cromwell Tucker 

Frank W Havens... 
James E. Dutton 

Samuel C. Palmer . . . 


Gadsden. 

Phoenix. 

Melbourne. 

Vancouver. 

San Juan. 

Beamsville. 

Denver. 

Hartford. 

Seaford. 

j Washington. 1066 
1 32d st., N.W. 


H.R.H. The Prince { 

of Wales I 

James M. Hilliard... 

James W. Taylor 

Geo. M. Waterhouse. 
Simeon S. Johnson.. 

James A. Scott 

Crom Bowen 

Duke of Abercorn 

Maurice L. Stone 

Regn'ld H. Thompson 

A. C. Allen 

Joseph A. Locke 

Thomas Robinson. .. 

Thos. J. Shryock 

Chas. C. Hutchinson. 

James Bradley 

Alonzo T. Stebbins . 

John M. Stone 

F. J. Tygard 

Edward C. Day 

John B. Dinsmore... 

Albert Lackey 

Thomas Walker 

John McLane. 

Josiah W. Ewan 

John W. Poe 

Jos. Palmer Abbott.. 
Wm. A. Sutherland.. 


Walter E. Moore. 


Thomas B. Flint 

Nelson Williams 

Enoch M. Bamford.. 

John B. Cleland 

Wm. J. Kelly 

Proceedings not receiv 
E. T. D. Chambers. .. 
Proceedings not receiv 
Lord Saitoun. Phil 

S. J. Way 

Jacob T. Barron 

Louis G. Levoy 

C. E. Davies 

Wm. H. Bumpas, Jr. 

John L Terrell 

John Francis Hardie 
Daniel N. Nicholson. 
Lord Brassey 

R. T. W. Duke. Jr... 
Proceedings not receiv 

S. N. Myers 

James G. Monahan 
E. P. Rohrbaugh. . . 


London. 

Pensacola. 

Luthersville. 

Weiser. 

Jeffersonville. 

(Muskogee. 

|DesMoines. 

D ublin (Freem ason 
Wamego. [Hall.) 
Louisville. 
Franklin. 

Portland. 

Winnipeg. 

Baltimore. 

Boston. 

Port Huron. 

Rochester. 

Jackson. 

Butler. 

Helena. 

Sutton. 

Gold Hill. 

St. John. 

Milford. 

Mount Holly. 
Roswell. 

Sydney. 

Rochester. 


Webster. 


Yarmouth. 

Hamilton. 

Guthrie. 

Portland. 

Philadelphia. 

ed. 

Quebec City. 
ed. 

orth, Fraserburgh 

Adelaide. 

Columbia. 

Webster. 

Hobart. 

(Nashville. 

|Terrell. 

Salt Lake City. 

Burlington. 

Melbourne. 

Charlottesville. 

ed. 

|Martinsburg. 

Darlington. 

Che 3 T enne. 
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STATISTICS. 


From the report of Past Grand Master Jesse B. Anthony, Chairman of the 
Committee on Foreign Correspondence of the Grand Lodge of New York, submitted 
June 7, 1898. 


Grand Lodge. 

No. Subor- 

dinates. 

Member- 

ship. 

Raised. 

Affiliated. 

Restored. 

Died. 

Dimitted. 

r d t4 _ 1 

. 

gfcS 

m 

Susp’nded 

and 

Expelled. 

Net Gain. 

V. 

VJ 

0 

<D 

£ 

Alabama 

375 

11,368 

563 

405 

348 

224 

424 

352 

37 

277 


Arizona 

15 

618 

47 

38 

9 

8 

21 

30 


48 


Arkansas 

444 

13 663 

470 

342 

91 

215 

401 

595 

33 


341 

California 

264 

18,808 

1,043 

513 

127 

355 

403 

388 

6 

600 

Colorado 

103 

7 335 

401 

223 

31 

88 

178 

166 

2 

78 


Connecticut — 

109 

17; 053 

705 

87 

45 

227 

101 

165 

6 

258 


Delaware 

21 

2,126 

73 

17 


23 

15 

8 

4 

49 


D. of Columbia. 

25 

5J44 

218 

68 

46 

114 

63 

127 


25 


Florida 

152 

4 317 

253 

175 

81 

82 

268 

227 

1 

69 

Georgia 

420 

18,183 

1,112 





866 

Idaho 

29 

1 175 

39 

42 

10 

18 

37 

16 


20 


Illinois 

725 

53 285 

2,642 

789 

255 

766 

1,010 

1 125 

31 

776 


Indiana 

488 

29 387 

1 810 

706 

203 

419 

772 

’538 

43 

948 


Indian Terrify. 

86 

'3,107 

252 

225 

44 

34 

245 

95 

12 

135 


Iowa 

482 

27,489 

1,390 

613 

206 

317 

664 

780 

35 

413 


Kansas 

357 

1 9 888 

909 

447 

140 

2l7 

666 

428 

12 

209 


Kentucky 

467 

18 464 

L, 162 

373 

353 

334 

538 

988 

15 

97 


Louisiana 

133 

5 439 

277 

90 

44 

130 

110 

163 

3 



Maine 

192 

32*085 

721 

118 

59 

339 

160 

242 

3 

132 


Maryland 

101 

7 ’ 474 

483 

55 

19 

126 

88 

93 

3 

173 


Massachusetts. 

235 

38^416 

1,880 

254 

52 

559 

48 

299 

6 

956 


Michigan 

387 

39,576 

1 901 

441 

104 

528 

621 

458 

7 

908 


Minnesota 

209 

15,’ 691 

731 

285 

53 

170 

385 

291 

13 

210 


Mississippi 

273 

9,110 

514 

305 

186 

203 

350 

256 

17 

179 


Missouri 

561 

30.880 

1,164 

643 

308 

508 

754 

970 

56 

49 


Montana 

42 

2. 706 

137 

84 

25 

38 

71 

58 

1 

80 


Nebraska 

230 

11 763 

455 

197 

81 

117 

275 

488 

13 

1 

73 

Nevada 

20 

’832 

35 

19 

10 

19 

31 

23 


10 

N’w Hampshire 

77 

9,111 

405 


12 

136 

78 

33 

2 

148 


New Jersey 

167 

16,543 

948 

207 

81 

282 

183 

332 

6 

433 


New Mexico 

20 

854 

39 

30 

6 

14 

34 

61 

6 


40 

New York 

740 

93,291 

5 757 

1.055 

1,133 

1,568 

1,170 

2,789 

21 

2,397 


N’th Carolina.. 

290 

10,370 

627 

244 

100 

149 

232 

285 

70 

215 


North Dakota. . 

48 

2,702 

211 

79 

5 

23 

96 

23 


152 


Ohio 

498 

41.713 

2,245 

541 

847 

624 

610 

1,486 

49 

874 


Oklahoma 

34 

1,340 

122 

113 

17 

8 

80 

67 

2 

95 


Oregon 

103 

4,906 

213 

106 

32 

70 

99 

165 


1 1 


Pennsylvania. . 

428 

5f031 

2,739 

545 

811 

368 

663 


1,442 


Rhode Island . . 

37 

5,113 

259 

269 

7 

76 

22 

46 

3 

129 


South Carolina 

179 

5.853 

110 



1 17 

207 

209 


128 


South Dakota. . 

95 

*4,308 

217 

94 

33 

35 

179 

64 

*'i 

65 


Tennessee 

429 

17,588 

715 

500 

192 

382 

6 < 3 

440 

37 


55 

Texas 

643 

28 483 

1 151 

1,250 

255 

487 

1,375 

665 

136 

1 

821 

Utah 

9 

T90 

’ 39 

’ 36 

8 

14 

’ 20 

20 

27 


Vermont 

102 

7,758 

396 

70 

13 

146 

141 

1 14 

12 



Virginia 

269 

12,803 

1,000 

177 

98 

220 

465 

324 

19 

149 


Washington 

101 

4,649 

198 

129 

77 

59 

175 

544 

15 


" 344 

West Virginia . 

112 

5,983 

409 

85 

34 

73 

128 

167 

24 

156 


Wisconsin 

239 

16 946 

983 

316 

80 

1 

238 

347 

28.) 

26 

1 

538 


Wyoming 

15 

1,011 

45 

21 

13 

27 

36 

12 


11,580 

778,508 

40,215 

13,421 

5,961 

11,753 

15,338 

18,192 

808 

15,337 

944 

Br’sh Columbia 

26 

1,242 

85 

67 

1 

19 

53 

47 


34 


Canada 

360 

23,398 

1,348 

340 

124 

287 

665 

722 

8 

130 


Manitoba 

59 

2,641 

240 

107 

21 

16 

99 

41 


2 12 


N. Brunswick*. 

31 

1,781 

78 

12 

10 

22 

41 

35 



8 

Nova Scotia 

62 

3,409 

202 

50 

23 

48 


68 

0 

58 


Pr. F.dward Il’d 

12 

520 

18 

5 

2 

7 

8 

5 


5 


Quebec 

56 

3,519 

208 

48 

23 

41 

110 

67 

1 


24 


606 

36,510 

2,179 

629 

204 

440 

1,053 

985 

11 

429 

32 

Total 

12,186 

815,018 

42,394 

14,050 

6,165 

12,193 

16,391 

“ 19,177 

819 

15,766 

976 


^Estimated. 
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STATISTICAL COMPARISON. 



1895. 

1896. 

1897. 

1898. 

Grand Lodges 

Subordinate Lodges 

Raised 

57 

11,807 

39,524 

14,764 

5,316 

10,726 

16,489 

15.052 

754 

767,761 

57 

11.493 

41,543 

17,482 

5,804 

11,262 

17.449 

17,944 

776 

783,644 

57 

12,045 

44.556 

17,422 

6,329 

12,064 

17,728 

18,933 

832 

799,8*5 

57 

12.186 

42,394 

14,030 

6,165 

12,193 

16,391 

19,177 

819 

815.018 

Affiliated 

Restored 

Died 

Dimitted . . . . . 

Suspended for non-payment of dues. . 

Suspended and Expelled 

Membership 


Based upon the tables we find, in the Grand Lodges of the United States, the 
following percentages: 



1895. 

1896. 

1897. 

1898. 

Accession by new work 

5.25 

5.41 

5.69 

5.26 

Additions by affiliation and restoration 

2.69 

3.03 

3.03 

2.54 . 

Losses by death 

1.45 

1 47 

1.54 

1.54 

Losses for non-rpayment of dues 

1.99 

2.33 

2.43 

2.01 

Losses by dimission 

2.25 

2.27 

2.26 

2.38 

Net gain of the year 

2 54 

2.07 

2.21 

1.88 


In numerical standing the most promi- 
nent rank in the following order: 

The average of membership to each 
Lodge is greatest in the following: 

New York 

93,271 

District of Columbia 

206 

Illinois 

53.285 

Massachusetts 

• 163 

Pennsylvania 

51,031 

Connecticut 

157 

Ohio 

41,713 

New York 

126 

Michigan 

39,576 

Pennsvlvania . 

119 

Massachusetts 

38,416 

New Hampshire 

118 

Missouri 

30,880 

Maine 

115 

Indiana 

29,387 

Michigan 

1(2 

Texas 

28,483 

Delaware 

101 

Iowa 

27,489 

New Jersev 

99 

Maine 

22.085 

Utah ” 

88 

Kansas 

19,888 

Ohi o 

84 

California 

18,808 

Vermont 

76 

Kentucky 

18,464 

Illinois 

75 





The jurisdictionshaving Lodges of the largest membership are in the follow- 
ing order: 


Grand Lodge. 

Subordinate Lodge. 

Name. 

No. 

Minnesota 

Minneapolis 

19 

Connecticut 

Hiram .T 

1 

New York 

i Genesee Falls 

507 

Illinois 

Covena n t.. . 

526 

Michigan 

Zion 

1 

Ohio 

Magnolia 

20 

District of Columbia 

La Fayette 

19 

Colorado 

Denver 

5 

Massachusetts 

Roswell Lee 


Pennsylvania 

Washington 

59 

Rhode Island 

What Cheer 

21 

California 

California 

1 

Missouri 

Tuscan 

360 





Location. 

Membe 

ship. 

Minneapolis 

836 

New Haven 

768 

Rochester 

706 

Chicago 

684 

Detroit 

620 

Columbus 

576 

Washington, D.C 

555 

Denver 

544 

Springfield 

535 

Philadelphia 

52 7 

Providence 

523 

San Francisco 

476 

St. Louis 

440 
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I NDEX. 


PAGE. 

A. & A. S. Rite 6, 22, 25, 28, 55, 57, 69, 74, 76, 78, 87, 124 


Alabama 53, 71 

Allen, William Paget 4 

Arkansas 4, 8, 44, 72, 80, 154 

Armstrong - , Maj. George 7 

As Others See Us (Comments on Illinois) 8-37 

Armanda, Spanish , 13, 21 

Advancement, Objections to 22, 31 

“A. F. & A. M” 35 

Atheism 42, 88 

Arizona 42, 72 

Anecdote of Dr. C. Loftus Martin 51 

Apotheosis of dissent 109 

“A good record for work” 53 

American visitors 81 

An American naval lodge? 93 

Assumption of an Illinois brother 91 

Ayslum plan of beneficence ... 11 

Ancient Craft Masonry, Jurisdiction over 72 

Arkansas Dromio 80 

African Lodge .112, 120 

Ancient Primitive Rite of Memphis 132 

Anthony, Jesse B 4, 1(54 

British Columbia 4, 9, 49, 57 

Bell, John Headley 6 

Bunton. Andrew 7 

Bible, Exclusion of ..14, 79, 81, 136, 140 

Bible and Grand Lodge of Peru 37 

Bastard strain 32 

Bouck’s plan of report 34 

Barring advancement of maims 37 

Bible a symbol 47 

Book of Constitutions 48, 81 

Balustre 48 

Ballots (Election), Should write their own 51 

Ballot, Casting by instruction 10, 18, 19, 22 

Ballot, “ Justification” of 136 

Barney work 56 

Boletin Masonico 75 

Babel-tower 35 

British Masonic Theism 89 

British Isles, Masonry of 89 

Business and Masonry 27, 142 

Botetourt Lodge 114 

Belated proceedings 164 

California 4, 9, 58, 73, 78, 154 

Conklin, Alvah Russell 4 

Curtis, Nathaniel Greene 4 
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PAGE 

Canada 4, 11, 49 

Casting- ballot by instruction 10, 18, 19, 22 

Colorado < 11, 58, 73, 74, 144 148 

Connecticut 11, 44, 58, 75 

Ciphers 16, 21, 22, 28, 54 

Chance, Samuel S 27 

Clandestine lodges (Ohio 28) 107 

Clandestine Masons 107 

Cuba . - ( 28, 33 

Chicago “Masonic Fraternity Temple” 34 

“Concerning God and Religion” 47 

Conservators 56, 68 

Chapters and Commanderies 69 

Constitution, Supreme Council S. J 69 

Chism, Richard E 71, 82, 91, 95, 96, 104 

Canton, Ermilio G 71, 75, 82, 93 

Councils, Supreme 76 

Charters of women lodges 81 

Chihuahua, Grand Lodge of 83 

Commercial side 85 

Carthagena, Supreme Council of 88 

Conflict of Authority 87 

“Court of last resort,”. 91 

Criticisms of • Illinois proceedings S-37 

Concurrent jurisdiction 12, 19 

Ciphers, “On the lines of the” 65 

California, Grand Lodge of Lower 77 

Camel, imperial 107 

Charges of a Freemason 47, 130, 131 

Chapter of Clermont 134 

Cremation 154-156 

Conclusion 162 

Downey, Alexander C 4 

Delaware 12, 75 

District of Columbia 12, 76, 156 

Drinkard, William F 31 

Discipline of Master 35 

Dogmatizing 46 

Duplicity and tergiversation 70, 81 

DeGress, W. J 84 

Diaz, Porfirio 86, 95 

Diet, Grand (Mex.)12, 13, 14, 15, 18, 22, 26, 29, 31, 33, 35, 48, 70 

Departure of 1717 90 

Dromio, Arkansas 73 

Dromio, Iowa 80 

Denmark, Grand Lodge of. . 140 

“Dead centre” again 106 

Dependent grand lodges ... 139 

Degrees, Rise of “high” 334 

Data Tabulated. 3, 165 

Eastern Star 13, 74, 75, 84, 155, 162 

Exclusion of Bible 13, 14, 79, 81, 136, 140 

Eligibility, Lapse of on removal 15 

Egypt, Grand Lodge of 26, 29, 140 

Entanglements, Hybrid 38 
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PAGE 

England .... 6 , 41, 48, 51, 140, 142 

Environment ; 49, 51 

Esotery in American Monitors . . . 56 

Example and precept 65 

Esotery of Craft Masonry 70 

Electioneering for Office 49-54 

Ecliptic, North of the 57 

Egyptian Masonic Rite of Memphis 132 

Early Illinois records . 126 

English district grand lodges 142 

Form of report 3 

Fellows, J. Q. A 3, 5 

Fitch, Elisha Sherman 5 

Far cry to Dodgeville 35 

Free of the guild 36 

Fr. Jose Maria Monson 38 

Furniture, the Bible 47 

France, Grand Orient of 48, 88, 128, 138, 139 

Free and Accepted Masons . . 70, 132 

Federal District, Grand Lodge of (Mexico) 77 

Fellows, Joseph W 83 

“Free” or “Freeborn” 116, 124 

Falmouth Lodge 114 

First Illinois list of grand lodges 126 

France, Grand Lodge of 132 

Fricke (“Freiburger”) ritual 136 

Georgia , 13, 43, 77 

Grand Orient of France.. 48, 88, 128, 138, 139 

Grand Orient of Spain 13, 129 

Grand Master, Rotation of 18 

Grand Dieta (Mexico) 

12, 13, 14, 15, 18, 22, 25, 26, 29, 31, 33, 35, 48, 70, 

Garrett, John B 

Gould, Robert Fri eke 37, 89, 91 


109 
30 
140 
69, 131 
86 
7-49 
90 
90 
7 

76 
120 
129 

Grand Lodge League (Grosslogen Bund) 137, 138, 142 

Gotthelf, Greiner 

Grand Lodge, Alpina 

Harkey, James M 

Hay, Andrew J 

Hunt, George R 

Highest Tribute to Masonry. . . 

High rites ~ 

Hybrid entanglements 

High rites and printed rituals 

Higher bodies, so-called 

“Headquarters,” political style 


Gurney, Theodore T. 

General grand lodge 

Grand Lodge of Peru— The Bible. 

General Grand Chapter. 

Grand Encampment 

Gibson, James 

Grand representative system 

Gardner, William Sewall 

Grand orient system. 


61 


133 

140 

4 

4 

6 

18 

27 

38 

55 

69 

51 
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Havana harbor 92 

Hamburg, Grand Lodge of, 133 (interdict) 139 

Hungary, Grand Lodge of (no Bible) 140 

Introduction 3 

Idaho 4, 13, 59, 78, 79, 147, 155 

Indiana 4, 15, 44, 79, 148 

Iowa 4, 43, 49, 60, 63, 73, 80, 145, 157 

Illinois charity 31 

Inspection of charter 31 

Indian Territory 80 

Iowa Dromio 80 

Imperial camel 107 

Ireland Grand Lodge of 141 

Irish and Scotch provincial grand lodges 142 

Independent lodges (German) 137 

Jurisdiction, waiver of ..12, 19, 36 

Jacob DeMolay, Grand Lodge of 77 

Jalisco, Grand Lodge of 77 

“Jekyll and Hyde” Chism : 104 

Kansas 16, 44, 71, 103, 104 

Kentucky 5, 18, 83 

Knight Errant 17 

Keys 58 

Kilwinning Mother , 113 

Kaiser William of Masonic Fidelity, Grand Lodge of 137 

Lodge Quatnor Coronati 91, 133 

Legitimacy... 71 

Late arrivals 3, 164 

Luse, Zephaniah C 4 

Louisiana 5, 44, 74, 107 

Lapse of Eligibility on removal. 17 

Life membership 23, 29, 30 

List of recognizable bodies 26, 142 

Latter Day Saints 31 

Lodges in leading strings 34 

Lodges chartered by Scotland (Peru) 38 

“Lodges,” What Illinois calls 1 27 

LalTon, Charles (S. C. S. J.) 107, 109 

Masonry and War 5 

Manitoba 6, 83 

Massachusetts 6, 64, 65, 112, 120 

“Massachusetts Grand Lodge” 120 

Missouri 7, 85 

Montana 7, 88 

Moore, Robert M 7 

Martin, Alfred 8 

Masonic residence 9 

McLaren, John 10 

Maupin, Thomas C 14 

Masonic Masonry 

12, 13, 14, 15, 18, 22, 26, 29, 31, 33, 38, 48, 70, 109 

Mason’s Women 14 

Mystic Shrine 17 

Maine 18, 39, 61, 63, 109, 149 

Michigan 20, 42, 50, 83 145 
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PAGE 

Minnesota 20, 44, 84, 146 

Mississippi 20, 45, 149 

Montana 21, 65, 73, 149 

Masonry and business 27 

Mexican hybrid 29 

McKinley, President 30, 93 

Magna Charter 47 

Methods of electioneering 53 

Mnemonics 56 

Methods of disseminating work 60 

Men of Straw 68 

Masonico Organo Official 71 

Morelas, Grand Lodge of 77 

Masonic Congress, Chicago 82 

Masonic chaos 84 

Masonry before 1717 88 

Maine incident 92 

Mourning, Grand Dieta in 92 

Mateos, Jose Maria 96 

“McKinley, Bro. William” 94 

Mexican National Rite 96 

Mother lodges 113 

Mother Kilwinning 113 

Masonry a commonwealth 131 

Memphis, Rite of 141 

Memphis, Ancient Primitive Rite of 132 

Making Masons at sight 163 

Mexican Masonry 70-109 

Nebraska 7, 163 

Necrological : 4-8 

New Hampshire r 7, 21, 87, 89 

New Jersey 7, 22, 65, 158 

New South Wales 7, 23, 54, 65, 150 

New York 7, 24, 39, 71, 92, 150 

North Carolina : 8, 25 

New Zealand 13 

“Nest-hiding” 17 

New Mexico 22, 158 

Non-confirmation of minutes 24 

Nova Scotia 26, 43, 51, 146 

Non-affiliates 29 

Norway, Grand Lodge of 140 

Non- Affiliation and Non-Payment of Dues 147-154 

Netherlands, Grand Orient of 140 

No record of healing (women) 81 

Negro Masonry 109-125 

Negro charters, validity of 113 

Negro lodges, Origin of 112 

New York on grand orients 128 

Order of Grand Cross of the Temple 6 

Ohio 27, 54, 55, 68, 124, 145, 150, 158, 159 

Objection to advancement 31 

Oregon. 54, 164 

“On the line of the ciphers” 65 

“O, Gran Dieta!” 75 
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Oaxaca Grand Lodge of 77 

Origin of Negro Lodges 112 

Oligarchy 131 

Origin of German Masonry 133 

Order of the Eastern Star 155-162 

Phelps, Ralph Gurley 1 

Prince of Wales 6, 41 

Pennsylvania 28, 66, 146 

Peru, Grand Lodge of (The Bible) 37-49 

Proselyting 53 

Printed rituals 54, 71 

Precept and Example 65 

Pike, Albert 69, 77, 107, 112 

Physical fitness 164 

Poiity of Masonry 131 

Perpetual jurisdiction 162 

Penance 74 

Politicians 79 

Published ritual of three delegates 82 

Parsons. Dr. W. A 82, 84 

‘•Pharisaical brethren” 88 

Prince Hall 112 

“Protestant pope” 140 
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Quebec 29, 46, 145, 151 

Qualifying clause 66 
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Residence, Qualification 9, 36 

Rotation of grand master 18, 27 

“Rhythmical perorations” 30 

Red tape 36 

Ringer, Ernest 38 

Royal Arch Masons and Knights Templars 58, 82 

Recognition not endorsement! 33 

Ramsay and Parvin 84 

Royal Arch and Templar “Masonry” 86 

Revolutionary propaganda 15 

Repudiating warrants 105 
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Bodies 125-143 

Rule of forming grand lodges 127 

Resolutions of 1896 125 

Representative government 131 

ResolutionJ(Tasmania) 142 

Resolution (Grosslogen Bund) 142 

Spry, Daniel 4 

Stevenson, Charles C 4 

Stevenson, Edward A 4 

Saunders, Samuel H 7 

Stedman, John 7 

Stokes, Col. C. F 7 

Sayles, John 8 
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Alphabetical List of Fostoffices. 


GIVING NAME AND NUMBER OF LODGE LOCATED AT EACH. 


POSTOFFICE. 


Abingdon 

Albany 

Hermitage 

Aledo 

Alexandria 

Allendale 

Gurney 

Alta 

Altamont 

Piasa 

Erwin 

Altona 

Alto Pass 

Illinois Central . 

Andalusia 

Anna 

Sequoit 

Areola 

Levi Lusk . . . . 


Abingdon 

Albany 

Albion 

Aledo 

Alexis 

Allendale 

Allen’s Springs 

Alta 

Altamont 

Alton 

Alton 

Altona 

Alto Pass 

Amboy 

Andalusia 

Anna 

Antiocb 

Areola 

Arlington 

Arrowsmith Arrowsmitb 

Arthur Arthur 

Ashley Cla} 7- 

Ashmore Ashmore.. 

Ashton Ashton 

Assumption Bromwell 

Astoria Astoria. . 

Atkinson Annawan, 

Atlanta Atlanta. 

Atwood 

Auburn 

Augusta 

Aurora 

Aurora 

Austin 

Ava 

Avon ... 

Bardolph 

Barrington 

Barry 

Basco 

Batavia 

Bay City 

Beardstown 

Beecher City 

Belknap Belknap . . 

Belle Rive Belle Rive 

Belleville 

Belvidere 

Bement 

Benton 

Birds 

Berwyn 

Beth alto 

Blandinsville. . . 

Bloomington. .. 

Bloomington. .. 

Bloomington. .. 


Atwood 
Ark & Anchor — 
J. L. Anderson.. . 
Jerusalem Temp. 
Aurora. 

Austin 
Dean. . 

Avon Harmony . . 
Bardolph.. . 
Lounsbury 

Barry 

Basco 

Batavia 

Bay City. . . 

Cass 

Greenland. 


St. Clair 

Belvidere 

Bement 

Benton 

S. D. Monroe. 

Berwyn 

Bethalto 

Blandinsville 

Bloomington. .. 

Wade-Barney 

Mozart 


185 
566 
356 • 

252 
702 
752 
778 
748 
533 

27 

315 

330 

840 

178 

516 

520 

827 

366 

270 

737 

825 

153 

390 

531 

451 

100 

433 

165 

651 

354 

318 

90 

254 

850 

833 

253 
572 
751 

34 

618 

404 

771 

23 
665 
822 
696 

24 
60 

365 

64 

447 

839 

406 

233 

43 

512 

656 


POSTOFFICE. 


Blue Island. , 

Blue Mound, 

Bluffs 

Bowen 

Bradford 

Braidwood. , 

Brayfield. .. 

Bridgeport.. 

Brighton — 

Broadlands 

Buckley 

Buda 

Bunker Hill 

Burnside 

Burnt Prairie — 

Bushnell 

Byron 

Cabery 

Cairo 

Camargo 

Cambridge 

Camden 

Cameron 

Camp Point 

Campbell Hill 

Canton 

C apron 

Cantrall 

Carbondale 

Carlin ville 

Carlyle 

Carman Carman 

Carmi Carmi 

Carrollton Carrollton . . 

Carterville Williamson. 

Carthage Hancock. . . . 

Casey Casey 

Catlin Catlin 

Cave-in-Rock — Cave-in-Rock 

Centralia Centralia 

Cerro Gordo Cerro Gordo.. 

Chambersburg . 

Champaign 

Chandlerville . . . 

Channahon 

Charleston 

Chatham 

Chats worth 

Chebanse 

Chenoa 

Cherry Valley. .. 

Chester 

Chesterfield 

Chicago 

Chicago 

Chicago 

Chicago 


Calumet 

Blue Mound 

Bluffs 

Bowen 

Bradford 

Braidwood 

Goode 

Bridgeport 

Hibbard 

Broadlands 

Buckley 

Buda 

Bunker Hill 

Burnside 

Burnt Prairie. . . 

T. J. Pickett 

Byron 

Norton 

Cairo 

Camargo 

Cambridge 

Camden 

Berwick 

Benjamin 

Shiloh Hill 

Morning Star . . . 

C apron 

Van Meter 

Shekinah 

Mt. Nebo 

Scott.. 


Chambersburg . 
Western Star . . 
Chandlerville .. 

Channahon 

Charleston 

Chatham 

Chatsworth 

Chebanse 

Chenoa 

Cherry Valley .. 

Chester 

Chesterfield 

Accordia 

Apollo 

Arcana 

Ashlar 


716 

682 

846 

486 

514 

704 

744 

386 

249 

791 

634 

399 

151 

683 

668 

307 
274 
631 
237 
440 

49 
648 
619 
297 
695 
734 
575 
762 
241 

76 

79 

732 

272 

50 
802 

20 

442 

285 

444 
201 
600 
373 
240 
724 
262 

35 

523 

539 

429 

292 

173 

72 

445 
277 
642 
717 

308 
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ALPHABETICAL LIST OF POSTOFFICES. — Continued. 


POSTOFFICE. 


Chicago 

(Auburn Park) . 

Chicago 

Chicago 

Chicago 

Chicago 

(Bright’n P’rk) 

Chicago 

Chicago 

Chicago 

(Lawndale) 

Chicago 

Chicago 

Chicago 

Chicago 

Chicago 

(Englewood) 

Chicago 

(West Pullman) 

Chicago 

Chicago 

Chicago 

Chicago 

Chicago 

(G’nd Crossing) 

Chicago 

(So. Chicago) . . . 

Chicago 

Chicago 

Chicago 

Chicago 

Chicago 

(Kensington) . . 

Chicago 

Chicago 

Chicago 

Chicago 

Chicago 

Chicago 

Chicago 

Chicago 

(Chicago Lawn) 

Chicago 

Chicago 

Chicago 

Chicago 

Chicago 

(Irving Park)... 

Chicago 

Chicago 

(Englewood)... . 

Chicago 

(Norwood Park) 

Chicago 

Chicago 

(Pullman) 

Chicago 

(Rodgers Park) 

Chicago 

Chicago 

(Jefferson) 

Chicago 

(Ravenswood) .. 

Chicago 

Chicago 

Chicago 

Chicago 


Auburn Park 

Ben Hur 

Blair 

Blaney 


789 

818 

393 

271 


Brighton P...U.D. 

Chicago 437 

Cleveland 211 


Columbian. . . 
Constantia... 

Covenant 

D. C. Cregier. 
Dearborn 


819 

783 

526 

643 

310 


Englewood 


690 


Pides 

Garden City 

Garfield 

Germania . . 
Golden Rule 


842 

141 

686 

182 

726 


Grand Crossing. . . 


776 


Harbor 

Herder 

Hesperia 

Home 

Humboldt Park .. 


731 

669 

411 

508 

813 


Kensington 

Kenwood 

Keystone 

Kilwinning 

King Oscar . .U.D. 

Lakeside 

Lake View 

Landmark 


804 

800 

639 

311 

739 

774 

422 


Lawn 

Lessing 

Lincoln Park. 

Mithra 

Mizpah 

Myrtle 

Mystic Star. . . 

Normal Park. 


815 

557 

611 

410 

768 

795 

758 

797 


Beacon Light 784 

Oriental 33 


Palace 


765 


Park 843 

Pleiades 478 

Providence 711 


Ravenswood 

Richard Cole 

Silo am 

South Park 

Thos. J. Turner. . 


777 

697 

780 

662 

409 


POSTOFFICE. 

NAME. 

NO. 

Chicago (Tracy) . . 

Tracy 

810 

Chicago 

(So. Chicago).. . 

Triluminar 

767 

Chicago 

Union Park. . . 

610 

Chicago. 

W a 1 d er.k 

674 

Chicago 

Waubansia 

160 

Chicago 

(WindsorPark) 

Windsor Park . . . 

836 

Chicago 

Wm. B. Warren.. 

209 

Chicago 

( Woodlawn Pk) 

Chicago 

(Wright’s Gro.) 

Woodlawn Park.. 

841 

Wright’s Grove... 

779 

Chicago Heights 

Chicago Heights 

851 

Chilicothe 

Geo. Washington 

222 

Chrisman 

Bloomfield 

148 

Clay City 

Clay City 

488 

Clayton 

Clayton 

147 

Clifton 

Clifton 

688 

Clinton 

DeWitt 

84 

Coal Valley ' 

Valley 

547 

Cobden 

Cobden 

466 

Cohn 

New Hope 

620 

Colchester 

Colchester 

781 

Colfax 

Colfax 

799 

Collinsville 

Collinsville 

712 

Colono ■. . 

Clement 

680 

Columbia 

Columbia 

474 

Columbus 

Columbus 

227 

Compton 

Brooklyn 

282 

Concord. 

N. D. Morse 

346 

Cordova 

Cordova 

543 

Corinth 

Andrew Jackson.. 

487 

Cornland 

Cornland 

808 

Cowden 

Joppa 

706 

Crab Orchard 

Blazing Star 

458 

Creal Springs 

Creal Springs — 

817 

Creston 

Creston 

320 

Crete 

Crete 

763 

Cuba 

Cuba 

534 

Dallas City 

Dallas City 

235 

Danvers 

Danvers 

742 

Danville 

Olive Branch 

38 

Davis 

Evening Star 

414 

Dawson 

Dawson 

556 

Decatur 

Macon 

8 

Decatur 

Ionic 

312 

De Kalb 

De Kalb 

144 

De Land 

De Land 

812 

Delavan 

Delavan 

156 

Denver 

Denver 

464 

De Soto 

De Soto 

287 

De Witt 

Amon 

261 

Diona 

Hutton 

69S 

Dix 

Rome 

721 

Dixon 

Friendship 

7 

Dongola 

Dongola 

581 

Donnellson 

Donnellson 

255 

Downers Grove. . 

Grove 

824 

Dunde'e 

Dundee 

190 

Du Quoin 

Du Quoin 

234 

Durand 

Durand 

302 

Dwie'ht 

Livingston 

371 

Earlville 

Meridian 

183 

East Dubuque — 

Martin 

491 

East St. Louis — 

East St. Louis 

504 

East St. Louis — 

Gothic 

852 
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ALPHABETICAL LIST OF POSTOFFICES. — Continued. 


POSTOFFICE. 


NAME. 


Eaton 

Eddyville 

Edgewood 

Edinburg 

Edwardsville 

Effingham 

Elburn 

El Dara 

Eldorado 

Elgin 

Elgin 

Elizabeth 

Elizabethtown.. . . 

Elliotts town 

Ellis Grove 

Elmwood 

El Paso 

Elvaston 

Enfield 

Equality 

Erie 

Etna 

Eureka 

Evanston 

Ewing 

Exeter 

Pairbury 

Fairfield 

Fairmount 

Fairview 

Fairweather 

Farina 

Farmer City 

Farmington 

Fieldon 

Fillmore 

Findlay 

Fisher 

Flat Rock 

Flora 

Forrest 

Frankfort 

Franklin 

Franklin Grove . . 

Freeburg 

Freedom 

Freeport 

Freeport 

Fulton 

Galena 

Galesburg 

Galesburg 

Gallatia 

Galva 

Ganntown 

Gays 

Gardner 

Geneseo 

Geneva 

Genoa 

Georgetown 

Gibson City 

Gillespie 

Gilman 

Girard 

Glasf ord 

Golconda 

Golden 


Crawford 

Eddyville 

Edgewood 

Blueville 

Edwardsville 

Effingham 

Blackberry 

' El Dara. . .” 

(Eldorado 

Elgin 

Monitor 

Kavanaugh 

Elizabeth 

Delia 

Kaskaskia 

Horeb 

El Paso 

Elvaston 

Enfield 

Equality 

Erie 

Wabash 

W. C. Hobbs 

Evans 

Ewing 

Exeter 

Tarbolton 

Fairfield 

Fairmount 

Fairview 

Kingston 

Farina 

Farmer City 

Farmington i 

Fieldon 

Fillmore 

Findlay 

Sangamon 

Russellville 

Flora 

Forrest 

Frankfort 

Wadle^ 

Franklin Grove . . 

Freeburg 

Freedom 

Excelsior 

Evergreen 

Fulton City 

Miners 

Alpha 

, Vesper 

Gallatia 

Galva 

New Columbia.. . . 

. Miles Hart 

, Gardner 

Stewart 

Geneva 

. Genoa 

. Russell 

. Gibson 

. Gillespie 

. Gilman 

. Girard 

. Lancaster 

. Golconda 

. LaPrairie 


NO. 


666 

672 

484 

647 

99 

149 

359 

388 

730 

117 

522 

36 

276 

525 

86 

363 

246 

715 

677 

2 

667 

179 

306 

524 

705 

424 

351 

206 

590 
350 
266 
601 
710 
192 
592 
670 
831 
801 
348 
204 
614 
567 
616 
264 
418 
194 

97 

170 
189 
273 
155 
584 
684 
243 
336 
595 
573 

92 

139 

288 

154 

733 

214 

591 

171 
106 
131 
267 


POSTOFFICE. 


NAME. 


NO 


Good Hope 

Goreville 

Grafton 

Grand Tower 

Gray’s Lake 

Grayville 

Greenfield 

Greenup 

Greenview 

Greenville 

Griggsville 

Grove City 

Grove land 

Hamburg 

Hamilton 

Hamletsburg 

Hampshire 

Hardinsville 

Hardin 

Harrisburg 

Harristown 

Harvard 

Harvey 

Havana 

Hazel Dell 

Hebron 

Henderson 

Henry 

Herrin 

Heyworth 

Hickory Ridge.. . . 

Highland 

Highland Park. .. 

Hillsboro 

Hinckley 

Hindsboro 

Holcomb 

Homer 

Hoopeston 

Hopedale 

Hope 

Hume 

Huntsville 

Hutsonville 

Illinois City 

Illiopolis 

Indianola 

Industry 

Iola 

Ipava 

Iroquois 

Irving 

Iuka 

Jacksonville 

Jacksonville 

Jeffersonville — 

Jersey ville 

Johnsonville 

Johnston City 

Joliet 

Joliet 

Jonesboro 

Kane 

Kankakee 

Kansas 

Karber’s Ridge . 

Kenney 

Kewanee 


Good Hope 

Saline 

Full Moon 

Lafayette 

Rising Sun 

Sheba 

Greenfield 

Greenup 

Greenview 

Greenville 

Griggsville 

Fisher 

Groveland 

West Gate. . .U.D. 

Black Hawk 

Bay City 

Hampshire 

Hardinsville 

Calhoun 

Harrisburg 

Summit 

Harvard 

Magic City 

Havana 

Hazel Dell 

Hebron 

Hiram 

Henry 

Herrin’s Prairie. 

Heyworth 

Dills I 

Highland 

A. O. Fay: 

Mt. Moriah 

Hinckley 

Hindsboro 

Meridian Sun 

Homer 

Star 

Hopedale 

Hopewell 

Edgar 

Huntsville 

Hutsonville 

Illinois City 

Illiopolis 

Vermilion 

Industry 

Iola 

Ipava 

O. H. Miner 

Irving 

J. D. Moody 

Harmony 

Jacksonville 

Jeffersonville 

Jersey ville 

Johnsonville 

Lake Creek 

iMt. Joliet 

Matteson 

Jonesboro 

King Solomon 

Kankakee 

Kansas 

Tadmor 

Henderson 

Kewanee 


617 

339 

341 

657 

115 

200 

129 

125 

653 

245 

45 

585 

352 

238 

771 

443 

756 

792 

325 

431 

309 

832 

88 

580 

604 

26 

119 

693 

251 

295 

583 

676 

51 

301 

837 

505 

199 

709 

622 

844 

829 

465 

136 

679 

521 


327 


213 

506 

455 

510 

3 

570 

460 

394 

713 

729 

42 

175 

111 

197 


280 

794 

820 

159 
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ALPHABETICAL LIST OP POSTOFFICES. — Continued. 


POSTOFFICE. 


NAME. 


Keith sburg 

Kinderhook... . 

Kingston 

Kinmundy 

Kirkwood 

Knoxville 

Lacon 

LaFayette 

LaGrange 

LaHarpe 

Lake Creek 

La Moille 

Lanark 

LaSalle 

Latham 

Lawn Ridge . . . 
Lawrenceville 

Lebanon 

Lee Center 

Leland 

Lena 

Lerna 

Le Roy 

Lewistown 

Lexington 

Liberty 

Liberty ville . . . 

Lick Creek 

Lima 

Lincoln 

Lisbon 

Litchfield 

Litchfield 

Littleton 

Loami 

Lockport 

Loda 

London Mills. . 

Long Point 

Louisville 

Lovington 

Ludlow 

Lyndon 

Lynn ville 

McHenry., 

McLean 

McLeansboro. . 

Macedonia 

Mackinaw 

Macomb 

Macon 

Magnolia 

Mahomet 

Makanda 

Manchester 

Manito 

Mansfield 

Mapleton 

Maquon 

Marcelline 

Marengo 

Marine 

Marion 

Maroa 

Marseilles 

Marshall 

Martinsville. . . 
Martinton 


Robert Burns 

Kinderhook 

Kishwaukee 

Kinmundy 

Abraham Lincoln 

Pacific 

Lacon 

Stark 

La Grange 

La Harpe 

Lake Creek 

La Moille 

Lanark 

Acacia 

Latham 

Lawn Ridge 

Edward Dobbins. 

Lebanon 

Lee Center 

Leland 

Lena 

Lerna 

Le Roy 

Lewistown 

Lexington 

Liberty 

Libertyville 

Union 

Lima 

Logan 

Orient 

Charter Oak 

Litchfield 

Littleton 

Loami 

Lockport 

Abraham Jonas. . 

London 

Long Point 

Louisville 

Lovington 

Pera 

Lyndon 

Gill 

McHenry 

McLean 

Polk 

Royal 

Mackinaw 

M acomb 

South Macon 

Magnolia 

Mahomet 

Makanda 

Manchester 

Manito 

Mansfield 

Phoenix 

Maquon 

Marcelline 

Marengo 

Marine 

Fellowship 

Maroa 

Marseilles 

Marshall 

Clark 

Martinton 


NO. 


POSTOFFICE. 


113 

353 

402 

398 

518 

66 

61 

501 

770 

195 

729 

383 

423 

67 

853 

415 

164 

110 

146 

558 

174 

788 

221 

104 

482 


492 

627 

135 

210 

323 

236 

517 

766 

450 

538 

316 

848 

552 

196 

228 

574 

750 

382 

158 

469 

137 
807 

132 
17 

467 

103 

220 

434 

229 

476 

773 

663 

530 

114 

138 
355 

89 

454 

417 

133 
603 
845 


Mascoutah 

Mason 

Mason City 

Mattoon 

Mazon 

Medora 

Melvin 

Mendon 

Mendota 

Meredosia 

Metropolis City . . 

Milan 

Milford 

Millburn 

Milledgeville 

Milton 

Minier 

Minonk 

Minooka 

Moline 

Momence 

Monmouth 

Monticello 

Montrose 

Morris 

Morrison 

Morrisonville 

Mound City 

Mound Station. . . 
Mount Auburn. . . 

Mt. Carmel 

Mt. Carroll 

Mt. Erie 

Mt. Morris 

Mt. Pulaski 

Mount Sterling . . 

Mt. Vernon 

Moweaqua 

Murphysboro 

Murray ville.. 

Naperville 

Nashville 

Nebo 

Neoga 

Neponset 

New Boston 

New Burnside 

New Canton 

New Douglas 

New Grand Chain 

New Hartford 

New Haven 

New Holland 

Newman 

New Salem 

Newton 

New Windsor 

Noble 

Nokomis 

Normal 

Norris City 

Norwood Park 

Nunda 

Oakland 

Oak Park 

Oblong 

Oconee 

Odell 


Douglas 

Mason 

Mason City 

Mattoon 

Mazon 

Fidelity 

Melvin 

Mendon 

Mendota 

Benevolent 

Metropolis , 

Eureka 

Milford 

Antioch 

Milledgeville 

Milton * 1 

Comet 

Rob Morris 

Minooka 

Doric j 

Momence | 

Monmouth 

Fraternal 

Prairie City 

Cedar 

Dunlap 

Morrisonville 

Trinity 

Kendrick 

Kedron 

Mt. Carmel 

C} 7 rus 

Mt. Erie i 

Samuel H. Davis. 

Mt. Pulaski 

Hardin 

Mt.- Vernon. 

Moweaqua 

Murphysboro 

Murrayville 

Euclid 

Washington 

Nebo 

Neoga 

Neponset 

New Boston 

New Burnside — 

New Canton ( 

Madison 

Grand Chain 

New Hartford 

New Haven 

New Holland 

Newman 

New Salem 

Newton 

Oxford 

Noble 

Nokomis 

Normal 

May 

Beacon Light — 

Nunda 

Oakland 

Harlem 

Oblong City 

Oconee 

Odell I 


NO. 


361 

217 
403 
260 
826 
152 
811 
449 
176 

52 

91 

69 

168 

127 

345 

275 

641 

247 

528 

319 

481 

37 

58 
578 
124 
321 
681 
562 
430 
34(1 
239 
188 
331 

96 

87 

44 

31 

ISO- 

498 

432 

65 

55 

806 

279 

803 

59 
772 
821 
560 
660 
453 
230 
741 
369 

218 
216 
367 

362 
456 
673 
718 
784 
169 
219 
540 
644 
392 
401 
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ALPHABETICAL LIST OF POSTOFFICES. — Continued. 


POSTOFFICE. 


Odin 

O’Fallon 

Ogden 

Ohio 

Olmsted 

Olney 

Omaha 

Onarga 

Oneida 

Opdyke 

Oquawka 

Orangeville 

Oregon 

Orion 

Oswego 

Ottawa 

Ottawa 

Owaneco 

Palatine 

Palestine 

Palmyra 

Pana 

Paris 

Paris 

Parkersburg 

Patoka 

Pawnee 

Paw Paw 

Paxton 

Payson 

Pearl City 

Pecatonica 

Pekin 

Pekin 

Pellonia . . . 

Peoria 

Peoria 

Peoria 

Peoria 

Peotone 

Perry 

Peru v . . 

Petersburg 

Philo 

Pilot 

Pinckney ville .... 

Pittsfield 

Piper City 

Plainfield 

Plain view 

Plainville 

Plano 

Pleasant Hill 

Pleasant Plains. . 

Plymouth 

Pocahontas 

Polo 

Pontiac 

Pontoosuc 

Port Byron 

Potomac 

Prairie City 

Pre-emption 

Princeton 

Princeton 

Princeville 

Prophetstown 

Quincy 


NAME. 


NO 


POSTOFFICE. 


NAME. 


Odin 

O’Fallon 

Ogden 

Ohio 

Caledonia 

Olney 

Omaha 

Onarga 

Oneida 

Jefferson 

Oquawka 

Orangeville 

Oregon 

Sherman 

Raven 

Occidental 

Humboldt 

Locust 

Palatine 

Palestine 

Palmyra 

Pana 

Prairie 

Paris 

Parkersburg 

Patoka 

Pawnee 

Corinthian 

Paxton 

Payson 

Pearl 

A. W. Rawson 

Pekin 

Empire 

Farmers 

Peoria 

Temple 

Illinois 

Schiller 

Peotone 

Perry 

St. Johns 

Clinton 

Centennial 

Newtown 

Mitchell 

Pittsfield 

Piper 

Plainfield 

Plainview 

Adams 

Sunbeam 

Pleasant Hill 

Pleasant Plains. . 

Plymouth 

Gordon 

Mystic Tie 

Pontiac 

Herrick 

Philo 

Potomac 

Golden Gate 

Pre-emption 

Bureau 

Princeton 

Princeville 

Prophetstown 

Bodley 


503 

576 

754 
814 

47 

140 

723 

305 

337 

368 

123 

687 

420 

535 
303 

40 

555 

623 

314 

849 

463 

226 

77 

268 

509 

613 

675 

205 

416 

379 

823 

145 

29 

126 

232 

15 

46 

263 

335 

636 

95 

13 

19 

747 

714 

85 

790 

608 

536 
461 
529 
428 
565 
700 
286 
473 
187 
294 
193 
436 
782 
248 

755 
112 
587 
360 
293 

1 


Quincy 

Quincy 

Quincy 

Raleigh 

Ramsey 

Rankin 

Rantoul 

Raritan 

Raymond 

Red Bud 

Richmond 

Ridge Farm 

Ridgway 

Rio 

Riverton 

Robinson 

Rochelle 

Rochester 

Rockford 

Rockford 

Rockford 

Rock Island 

Rock Island 

Rockport 

Rockton 

Roodhouse 

Roscoe 

Rose Bud 

Roseville 

Rossville 

Rushville 

Rutland 

Sadorus 

Saint Charles 

Saint Elmo 

Salem 

Sandwich 

San Jose 

Saunemin 

Savanna 

Say brook 

Scott Land 

Scottville 

Seaton 

Seneca 

Shabbona 

Shannon 

Shawneetown — 

Sheffield 

Shelbyville 

Sheldon 

Sheridan 

Shipman 

Shirley 

Sibley 

Sidell 

Sidney 

Somonauk 

Sparland 

Sparta 

Springfield 

Springfield 

Springfield 

Springfield 

Spring Hill 

Spring Valley 

Stanford 

Staunton 


Herman 

Quincy 

Lambert 

Raleigh 

Ramsey 

Rankin 

Rantoul 

Raritan 

Raymond 

Red Bud 

Richmond 

Ridge Farm 

Ridgway 

Rio 

Riverton Union.. 

Robinson 

Horicon 

Rochester 

Rockford 

Star in the East. 
E. F. W. Ellis.... 

Trio 

Rock Island 

Rockport 

Rockton 

E. M. Husted 

Roscoe 

Tempel Hill 

Roseville 

Rossville 

Rushville 

Rutland 

J. R. Gorin 

Unity 

Saint Elmo 

Marion 

Meteor 

San Jose 

Saunemin 

Mississippi 

Cheney’s Grove.. 

Scott Land 

Scottville 

Charity 

Seneca | 

Shabbona 

Shannon 

Warren 

Ames 

Jackson 

Sheldon 

Sheridan 

Shipman 

Shirley 

Sibley 

Sidell 

Sidney 

Somonauk 

Sparland 

Hope 

Springfield 

Central 

Tyrian 

St. Paul 

Bollen 

S. M. Dalzell 

Stanford 

Staunton 


39 

296 

659 

128 

405 

725 

470 

727 


427 

143 

632 
816 
685 
786 
250 
244 
635 
102 
166 

633 
57 

658 

830 

74 
796 

75 
701 
519 
527 

9 

477 

537 

48 

769 

130 

283 

645 
738 
385 
468 
743 
426 
838 
532 
374 
490 

14 

142 

53 

609 

735 

212 

582 

761 

798 

347 

646 
441 
162 

4 

71 

333 

500 

412 

805 

785 

177 
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ALPHABETICAL LIST OF POSTOFFICES. — Continued. 


NO. 

POSTOFFICE. 

■ 497 

Vienna 

612 

Viola 

541 

Virden 

554 

Virginia 

495 

Waldron 

607 

Walnut 

847 

Walpole 

349 

Walshville 

764 

W arren 

342 

Warsaw 

334 

W ashburn 

134 

Washington 

207 

Wataga 

655 

Waterman 

122 

Waterloo 

496 

Watseka 

749 

Watson 

559 

Wauconda 

569 

Waukegan 

550 

Waverly 

834 

Wayne City 

391 

Waynesville 

364 

Weldon 

93 

Wenona 

542 

Wheaton 

493 

Wheeling 

462 

White Hall 

109 

Williamsville — 

396 

Willow Hill 

588 

Wilmington 

397 

Winchester 

419 

Windsor 

472 

Winnebago 

332 

Winslow 

358 

Winterrowd 

25 

Woburn 

157 

Wolf Creek 

384 

Woodhull 

16 

Woodstock 

835 

Wyanet 

408 

Wyoming 

116 

Xenia 

757 

Yates City 

i 108 

York.. ..., 

I 793 

Yorkville 


POSTOFFICE. 


Steeleville 

Sterling 

Stewardson 

Stockton 

Stone Port 

Streator 

Stronghurst 

Sublette 

Sullivan 

Summerfield 

Sumner 

Sycamore 

Tamaroa 

Tampico 

Taylorville 

Tennessee 

Thompson ville . . 

Thomson 

Time 

Tiskilwa 

Toledo.. 

Tolona 

Tonica 

Toulon 

Towanda 

Tower Hill 

Tremont 

Trenton 

Trilla 

Troy 

Troy Grove 

Tunnell Hill 

Turner 

Tuscola 

Union 

Upper Alton 

Urbana 

Utica 

Vandalia 

Venice 

Vermilion 

Vermont 

Verona 

Versailles 

Victoria 


Alma 

Rock River . . 

Sigel 

Plum River. . 
Stone Port . . 

Streator 

Stronghurst 

Sublette 

Sullivan 

Summerfield 

Sumner 

Sycamore . . . 
Tamaroa — 
Yorktown ... 

Mound 

Tennessee . . . 

Akin 

Thomson. . . . 

Time 

Sharon 

Toledo 

Tolono 

Tonica 

Toulon 

Towanda .... 
Tower Hill . . . 

Tremont, 

Trenton 

Muddy Point 

Troy 

Shiloh 

Reynoldsburg 

Amity 

Tuscola 

Orion 

Franklin 

Urbana 

Waltham. ... 
Temperance. 

Triple 

Stratton 

Vermont 

Verona 

Versailles 

A. T. Darrah 


Vienna 

Viola 

Virden 

Virginia 

Aroma 

Walnut 

Tuscan 

Walshville.. 
Jo Daviess. . . 

Warsaw 

Washburn . . , 

Taylor 

Wataga 

Waterman . 

Morris 

Watseka 

Watson 

Wauconda. . 
Waukegan.. 
Waver ly — 

Orel 

Wayne 

Weldon 

Wenona 

Wheaton — 
Vitruvius. . . 
White Hall . 

Lavely 

Cooper 

Wilmington 

Winchester. 

Windsor 

Winnebago . 
Winslow. . . . 

Mayo 

Gilham 

Chapel Hill . 
Woodhull. . . 
Saint Marks 

Wyanet 

Wyoming .. 

Xenia 

Yates City.. 

York 

Kendall — 


150 

577 

161 

544 

378 

722 

630 

475 

278 

257 

421 

98 

291 

728 

787 

446 

602 

298 

78 

118 

759 

172 

746 

344 

269 

81 

80 

203 

489 

208 

105 

322 

745 

564 

664 

809 

719 

502 

63 

231 

479 

485 

448 

313 

471 
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List of 


Lodges by Districts. 

FIRST DISTRICT. 


LOCATION. 


33 Oriental 

160 Waubansia 

211 Cleveland .. 

308 Ashlar 

314 Palatine 

410 Mithra 

437 Chicago 

524 Evans 

557 Lessing 

639 Keystone 

662 South Park 

686 Garfield 

711 Providence 

726 Golden Rule 

751 Lounsbury 

767 Triluminar 

774’ Lake View 

779 Wright’s Grove. 

784 Beacon Light 

797 Normal Park — 

, 810 Tracy.. 

818 Ben Hur 

836 Windsor Park 

842 Pides 

851 Chicago Heights 


Chicago 

Chicago , 

Chicago 

Chicago 

Palatine 

Chicago 

Chicago 

Evanston 

Chicago 

Chicago 

Chicago 

Chicago 

Jefferson 

Chicago 

Barrington 

Chicago. 

Chicago 

Chicago 

Chicago 

Chicago 

Chicago 

Chicago 

Chicago 

Chicago . . 

Chicago Heights 


PLACE OP MEETING. 


78 Monroe St 

iMasonic Temple 

IRandolph and Halsted Sts 
;Masonic Temple 


1 257 N. Clark St... 
Masonic Temple 


615-617 N. Clark St ... . 

64 N. Clark St 

i 155 53d St 

1250 West Madison St 


Masonic Temple 

227 9 2d’ St'.'.’.’.'.’. 

Lincoln. Racine & Diversy Aves 

1631 N. Clark St 

Norwood Park 

69th St. and Stewart Ave.. 


Milwaukee and North Aves. 
Windsor Park 


SECOND DISTRICT. 


NO 


NAME. 


LOCATION. 


PLACE OP MEETING. 


81 

182 

271 

310 

393 

411 

478 

526 

610 

642 

669 

690 

716 

731 

758 

768 

776 

780 

789 

800 

813 

819 

839 

843 


Vitruvius 

Germania 

Blaney 

Dearborn 

Blair 

Hesperia 

Pleiades 

Covenant 

Union Park 

Apollo 

Herder 

Englewood 

Calumet 

Harbor 

Mystic Star 

Mizpah 

Grand Crossing 

Siloam 

Auburn Park 

Kenwood 

Humboldt Park 

Columbian 

Berwyn 

Park 

Brighton Park. U. D. 


Wheeling . . 

Chicago 

Chicago. . . . 

Chicago 

Chicago.. .. 

Chicago 

Chicago 

Chicago 

Chicago 

Chicago 

Chicago. . . . . 

Chicago 

Blue Island. 

Chicago 

Chicago.. .. 

Chicago 

Chicago 

Chicago 

Chicago 

Chicago 

Chicago 

Chicago 

Berwyn 

Chicago .. .. 
Chicago ... 


62 N. Clark St 

78 Monroe St 

3118 Forest Ave 

Masonic Temple 

78 Monroe St 

785 West Madison St 

Masonic Temple 

Madison and Robey Sts. .. 

3118 Forest Ave 

358 Blue Island Ave 

63d and Yale Sts 


91st St. and Commercial Ave.. . 

State and 44th Sts 

4341 South Halsted St 

76th St. near Dobson Ave 

1249 Madison St 

79th and Sherman Sts 

4308 Cottage Grove Ave 

Armitage and Keeney Aves 

1812 W 22d St 


Clark St. and Greenleaf Ave. . . 
Hart and Archer Aves 
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LIST OF LODGES BY DISTRICTS. — Continued. 


THIRD DISTRICT. 


LOCATION. 


PLACE OF MEETING. 


141 

209 

277 

311 

409 

422 

508 

540 

611 

643 

674 

697 

717 

739 

765 

770 

777 

783 

795 

804 

815 

832 

841 

850 


Garden City 

W. B. Warren 

Accordia 

Kilwinning 

T. J. Turner 

Landmark 

Home 

Harlem 

Lincoln Park 

D. C. Cregier 

Waldeck 

Richard Cole 

Arcana 

Lakeside 

Palace 

LaGrange 

Ravenswood 

Constantia 

Myrtle 

Kensington 

Lawn * . . 

Magic City 

WoodlawnPark 

Austin 

King Oscar U. D. 


Chicago. 
Chicago. . . 
Chicago... 
Chicago. . . 
Chicago. . . 
Chicago. . . 
Chicago. . . 
Oak Park . 
Chicago. . . 
Chicago. . . 
Chicago. . . 
Chicago. . 
Chicago. . . 
Chicago. . . 
Pullman . . 
LaGrange 
Chicago. . . 
Chicago. . . 
Chicago. . . 
Chicago . . . 
Chicago.. . 
Harvey. . . 
Chicago. . . 

Austin 

Chicago .. 


Masonic Temple 

Masonic Temple 

62 North Clark St 

Masonic Temple 

Masonic Temple 

3636 Cottage Grove Ave 
3118 Forest Ave 


615-617 N. Clark St 

406 and 408 Milwaukee Ave 

44th and State St 

2941 Archer Ave 

Halsted and Randolph Sts 
3120 Forest Ave 


Wilson St.&E.Ravenswo’dPark 

2701 South Park Ave 

Irving Park 

Henderson’s Hall 


225 64th St 

6i5-617 North Clark St. 


FOURTH DISTRICT. 


NO. 


NAME. 


LOCATION. 


48 Unity 

90 Jerusalem Temple. 

117 Elgin 

139 Geneva 

190 Dundee 

254 Aurora 

359 Blackberry 

404 Batavia 

443 Hampshire 

522 Monitor 

63 St. Marks 

138 Marengo 

143 Richmond 

158 McHenry 

169.Nunda 

309' Harvard 

358 Orion . 

604 
78 
1 15 
127 
298 
492 
676 
82' 


Hebron 

Waukegan. . . 
Rising Sun . . 

Antioch 

Wauconda . . . 
Liberty ville . 
A. O. Fay .... 
Sequoit 


St. Charles 

Aurora 

Elgin 

Geneva 

Dundee 

Aurora 

Elburn 

Batavia 

Hampshire 

Elgin 

Woodstock 

Marengo 

Richmond 

McHenry 

Nunda 

Harvard 

Union 

Hebron 

Waukegan 

Gray’s Lake 

Millburn 

Wauconda 

Libertyville 

Highland Park. 
Antioch 


Kane 

Kane 

Kane 

Kane 

Kane 

Kane 

Kaixe 

Kane 

Kane 

Kane 

McHenry 

McHenry 

McHenry 

McHenry 

McHenry 

McHenry 

McHenry 

McHenry 

Lake 

Lake 

Lake 

Lake 

Lake 

Lake 

Lake 


COUNTY. 
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LIST OF LODGES BY DISTRICTS. — Continued. 
FIFTH DISTRICT. 


LOCATION. 


575 

74 

75 
102 
145 
166 

173 
302 
633 
745 

97 

170 

174 
414 
564 
687 
823 


Belvidere 

Capron 

Rockton 

Roscoe 

Rockford 

A. W. Rawson — 
Star-in-the-East. 
Cherry Valley — 

Durand 

E.F.W. Ellis 

Winnebago 

Excelsior 

Evergreen 

Lena 

Evening Star 

Winslow 

Orangeville 

Pearl 


Belvidere 

Capron 

Rockton 

Roscoe 

Rockford 

Pecatonica . . . 

Rockford 

Cherry Valley 

Durand 

Rockford 

Winnebago .. . 

Freeport 

Freeport 

Lena 

Davis 

Winslow 

Orangeville . . 
Pearl City 


Boone 

Boone 

Winnebago 

Winnebago 

Winnebago 

Winnebago 

Winnebago 

Winnebago 

Winnebago 

Winnebago 

Winnebago 

Stephenson 

Stephenson 

Stephenson 

Stephenson 

Stephenson 

Stephenson 

Ste phenson 


COUNTY. 


SIXTH DISTRICT. 


NO. 

NAME. 

LOCATION. 

COUNTY. 

36 

Kavanaugh 

Elizabeth 

Jo Daviess 

273 

Miners. . 

Oalen a 

Jo Daviess 

278 

Jo Daviess 

Warren : 

Jo Daviess 

491 

Martin 

East Dubuque 

Jo Daviess 

554 

Plum River 

Stockton 

Jo Daviess 

188 

Cyrus 

Mt. Carroll 

Carroll 

345 

Milledgeville 

Milledgeville 

Carroll 

385 

Mississippi 

Savanna. 

Carroll 

423 

Lanark 

Lanark 

Carroll 

490 

Shannon 

Shannon 

Carroll 

559 

Thomson 

Thomson 

Carroll 

189 

Fulton City 

Fulton 

Whiteside 

293 

Prophetstown 

Prophetstown 

Whiteside 

321 

Dunlap 

Morrison : 

Whiteside 

412 

Bollen 

Spring Hill 

Whiteside ... .... 

566 

Albany 

Albany 

Whiteside 

612 

Rock River 

Sterling 

Whiteside 

655 

Yorktown 

Tampico 

Whiteside 

667 

Erie 

Erie 

Whiteside 

750 

Lyndon 

Lyndon ■ . 

Whiteside 






SEVENTH DISTRICT. 


NO. 

NAME. 

LOCATION. 

COUNTY. 

96 

Samuel H. Davis 

Mt. Morris 

Ogle 

187 

Mystic Tie 

Polo 

Ogle 

244 

Horicon 

Rochelle 

Ogle 

274 

Rvron 

Byron 

Ogle 

320 Creston 

Creston 

Ogle 

420 Oregon 

Oregon 

Ogle 

505 Meridian Sun 

Holcomb 

Ogle 

7 Friendship 

Dixon 

Lee 

146 Lee Centre 

Lee Centre 

Lee 

178 Illinois Central 

Amboy 

Lee 
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LIST OF LODGES BY DISTRICTS . — Continued. 
SEVENTH DISTRICT— Continued. 


NO. 

NAME. 

LOCATION. 

COUNTY. 

2TCV 

Corinthian 

Paw Paw 

Dee 

264 Franklin Grove 

Franklin Grove 

Bee 

282| Brooklyn 

Compton 

Lee 

249 SnLlette 

Sublette 

Lee . 

531 

Ashton 

Ashton 

Lee . . . 

134 

Sycamore 

Sycamore 

De Kalb 

144 

De Kalb 

De Kalb 

De Kalb 

283 

Meteor 

Sandwich 

De Kalb 

288 

Genoa 

Genoa 

De Kalb 

301 

Hinckley 

Hinckley 

De Kalb. . . . 

374 

Shabbona 

Shabbona 

De Kalb 

402 

Kishwaukee 

Kingston 

De Kalb 

646 

Somonauk 

Somonauk 

De Kalb 

728 

Waterman 

Waterman 

De Kalb 


EIGHTH DISTRICT. 


NO. 

NAME. 

LOCATION. 

COUNTY. 

303 

Raven 

Oswego 

Kendall 

323 

Orient 

Lisbon 

Kendall.. . 

428 

Sunbeam 

Plano 

Kendall 

471 

Kendall 

Yorkville . .' 

Kendall 

65 

Euclid 

Naperville 

Du Page 

269 

Wheaton 

Wheaton 

Du Page 

472 

Amity 

Turner 

Du Page 

824 

Grove 

Downers Grove 

Du Page 

42 

Mt Joliet 

Joliet 

Will 

175 

Matteson 

Joliet 

Will 

208 

Wilmington 

Wilmington 

Will 

262 

Channahon 

Channahon 

Will 

536 

Plainfield 

Plainfield 

Will . . . . • 

538 

Lockport 

Lockport 

Will 

636 

Peotone 

Peotone .... 

Will 

704 

Braidwood 

Braidwood 

Will 

763 

Crete 

Crete 

Will 

124 

Cedar 

Morris 

Grundy 

528 

Minooka 

Minooka 

Grundy 

573 

Gardner 

Gardner 

Grundy 

757 

Verona 

Verona 

Grundy 

826 

Mazon 

Mazon 

Grundy 






NINTH DISTRICT. 


NAME. 

LOCATION. 

COUNTY. 

St. John’s 

Pern 

La Salle 

Occidental 

Ottawa 

La Salle 

Acacia 

La Salle 

La Salle 

Mendota 

Mendota 

La Salle 

Meridian 

Earlville 

La Salle 

Freedom 

Freedom 

La Salle 

Tonica 

Tonica 

La Salle 

Waltham 

Utica 

La Salle 

Shiloh 

Troy Grove 

La Salle 

Marseilles 

Marseilles 

La Salle 

Rutland 

Rutland 

La Salle 

Seneca 

Seneca 

La Salle 

Humboldt 

Ottawa 

La Salle 
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LIST OF LODGES BY DISTRICTS. — Continued . 
NINTH DISTRICT— Continued. 


NAME. 

LOCATION. 

Upland 

Leland 

Streator 

Streator 

Sheridan 

Sheridan 

Pontiac 

Pontiac 

Tarbolton 

Pairbury 

T ;i vi n gston lHT 

Dwight 

Odell 

Odell 

Hh^tsworth 

Chatsworth 

Long Point 

Long Point 

Porrest .... 

Porrest 

Saunemin 

Saunemin 


558 

607 

735 

294 

351 

371 

401 

539 

552 

614 

738 


La Salle 
La Salle 
La Salle — 
Livingston . 
Livingston . 
Livingston . 
Livingston . 
Livingston . 
Livingston . 
Livingston . 
Livingston . 


TENTH DISTRICT. 


NO. 


NAME. 


LOCATION. 


COUNTY. 


112 Bureau 

142 Ames 

231 Wyanet. . .. 

270 Levi Lusk 

383 La Moille 

399 Bud a 

550 Sharon 

587 Princeton 

722 Walnut 

803 Neponset 

805 S. M. Dalzell . 

814 Ohio 

103 Magnolia 

61 Lacon 

119 Henry 

344 Wenona 

415 Lawn Ridge. . 
441 Sparland ... . 

93 Toulon 

479 Wyoming 

501 Stark 

514'Bradford 


Princeton 

Sheffield 

Wyanet 

Arlington . . . 

La Moille 

Buda 

Tiskilwa — 

Princeton 

Walnut 

Neponset 

Spring Valley, 

Ohio 

Magnolia 

Lacon 

Henry 

Wenona 

Lawn Ridge . . . 

Sparland 

Toulon 

Wyoming ... . 

La Payette 

Bradford 


Bureau . . 
Bureau . . 
Bureau . . 
Bureau . . 
Bureau . . 
Bureau . . 
Bureau . . 
Bureau . . 
Bureau . . 
Bureau . . 
Bureau . . 
Bureau . . 
Putnam . 
Marshall 
Marshall 
Marshall 
Marshall 
Marshall 
Stark 
Stark. .. 

Stark 

Stark 


ELEVENTH DISTRICT. 


433 

502 

535 


49 Cambridge . 

92 Stewart 

159 Kewanee . . . 

243 Galva 

Annawan. . . 
Woodhull .. 
Sherman . . . 

Clement 

Trio 

Eureka 

Doric 

Philo 

Andalusia . . 
Cordova . . . 

Valley 

Rock Island 


57 

69 

319 

436 

516 

543 

547 

658 


NAME. 


LOCATION. 


COUNTY. 


Cambridge 

Henry 

Geneseo 

Henry 

Kewanee 

Henry 

Galva 

Henry 

Atkinson 

Henry 

Woodhull 

Henry 

Orion 

Henry 

Colono 

Henry 

Rock Island 

Rock Island 

Milan 

Rock Island 

Moline 

Rock Island 

Port Byron 

Rock Island 

Andalusia ! 

Rock Island .... 

Cordova 

Rock Island . . 

Coal Valley 

Rock Island 

Rock Island 

Rock Island 
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LIST OF LODGES BY DISTRICTS. — Continued. 
ELEVENTH DISTRICT— Continued. 


LOCATION. 


COUNTY. 


679 Illinois City. . . . 
59 New Boston . . . 
113;Rol)ert Burns . 
252'Aledo . 

367 
577 
755 
838 


Oxford 

Viola 

Pre-emption . 
Charity ., . 


Illinois City . . , 
New Boston.. . 
Keithsburg. . . 

Aledo 

New Windsor 

Viola 

Pre-emption . 
Seaton 


Rock Island 

Mercer 

Mercer 

Mercer 

Mercer 

Mercer 

Mercer 

Mercer 


TWELFTH DISTICT. 


NO. j 


NAME. 


LOCATION. 


COUNTY. 


j 

17 Macomb 

233 Blandinsville. 
248 Golden Gate.. 
307 T. J. Pickett.. 

327 Industry 

496, Tennessee 

572fBardolph 

617 Good Hope. ... 

781 Colchester 

100 Astoria 

104 Lewis town 

116 Vermont 

192 Farmington . . , 
213 Ipava . 

253 ■ 

’ 350 
534 
734 
848 
9 

465 
648 
766 


Avon Harmony. 

Fairview 

Cuba 

Morning Star . . 

London 

Rushville 

Huntsville 

Camden 

Littleton 


Macomb 

Bladinsville . . . 
Prairie City . . . 

Bushnell 

Industry 

Tennessee 

Bardolph 

Good Hope 

Colchester 

Astoria 

Lewis town 

Vermont 

Farmington. . . 

Ipava 

Avon 

Fairview 

Cuba 

Canton 

London Mills. . 

Rushville 

Huntsville — 

Camden 

. Littleton 


McDonough 

McDonough 

McDonough 

McDonough 

McDonough 

McDonough 

McDonough 

McDonough 

McDonough 

Fulton 

Fulton 

Fulton 

Fulton 

Fulton 

Fulton 

Fulton 

Fulton 

Fulton 

Fulton 

Schuyler 

Schuyler 

Schuyler 

Schuyler 


THIRTEENTH DISTRICT. 


LOCATION. 


COUNTY. 


26 

66 

155 

185 

291 

330 

337 

448 

530 

584 

685 

793 

37 

518 

519 
619 
702 
123 
727 
732 
847 


Hiram 

Pacific 

Alpha 

Abingdon 

Wataga 

Altona 

Oneida 

Yates City 

Maquon 

Vesper 

Rio 

A. T. Darrah 

Monmouth 

Abraham Lincoln 

Roseville 

Berwick 

Alexandria 

Oquawka 

Raritan 

Carman 

Stronghurst 


Henderson.. 
Knoxville . . . . 
Galesburg.. . . 
Abingdon.. . 

Wataga 

Altona 

Oneida 

Yates City... 

Maquon 

Galesburg . . 

Rio 

Victoria 

Monmouth.. . 
Kirkwood — 
Roseville... . 

Cameron 

'Alexis 

Oquawka 

|Raritan 

Carman 

Stronghurst. 


Knox 

Knox 

Knox 

Knox 

Knox 

Knox 

Knox 

Knox 

Knox 

Knox 

Knox 

Knox 

Warren 

Warren 

Warren 

Warren 

Warren — 
Henderson. 
Henderson . 
Henderson. 
Henderson. 
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LIST OF LODGES BY DISTRICTS. — Continued. 
FOURTEENTH DISTRICT. 


NO. 

NAME. 

LOCATION. 

COUNTY. 

15 


Peoria 

Peoria 

46 

Temple 

Peoria 

Peoria 

106 

Lanraster 

Glasford 

Peori a 

222 

George Washington 

Chillicothe 

Peoria 

263 

Illinois 

Peoria 

Peoria 

335 

Schiller 

Peoria 

Peoria 

360 

Prince ville 

Princeville 

Peoria 

363 

Horeb 

Elmwood 

Peoria 

663 

Phoenix «■-. 

Maple ton 

Peoria 

748 

Alta 

Alta 

Peoria 

246 

El Paso 

El Paso 

Woodford 

247 

Rob Morris 

Minonk 

Woodford 

306 

Wm. C. Hobbs 

Eureka 

Woodford 

421 

Washburn 

Washburn 

Woodford 

29 

Pekin 

Pekin 

Tazewell 

98 

Taylor 

Washington 

Tazewell . 

126 

Empire 

Pekin 

Tazewell 

132 

Mackinaw 

Mackinaw 

Tazewell 

156 

Delavan 

Delavan 

Tazewell 

352 

Groveland 

Groveland 

Tazewell 

462 

Tremont 

Tremont 

Tazewell 

622 

Hoped ale 

Hoped ale 

Tazewell 

641 

Comet 

Minier 

Tazewell .... 






FIFTEENTH DISTRICT. 


NO. 

NAME. 

43 

Bloomington 

221 

Le Roy 

251 

Hey worth 

292 

Chenoa 

468 

Cheneys Grove 

469 

McLean 

482 

Lexington 

512 

Wade Barney 

542 

Towanda 

582 

Shirley 

656 

Mozart 

673 

Normal 

737 

Arrowsmith 

742 

Danvers 

785 

Stanford 

799 

Colfax 

84 

De Witt 

172 

Wayne 


261 Amon 

710 Parmer City 

746 Weldon 

820 Henderson . 

416 Paxton 

608 Piper 

631 Norton 

733 Gibson 

761 Sibley 

811 Melvin 


LOCATION. 


Bloomington 

McLean 

Le Roy 

McLean 

Heyworth 

McLean 

Chenoa 

McLean 

Saybrook 

McLean 

McLean 

McLean. 

Lexington 

McLean 

Bloomington 

McLean. 

Towanda 

McLean. 

Shirley 

McLean. 

Bloomington 

McLean. 

Normal 

McLean. 

Arrowsmith 

McLean 

Danvers 

McLean 

Stanford 

McLean. 

Colfax 

McLean. 

Clinton 

De Witt. 

Waynesville 

De Witt. 

De Witt 

De Witt. 

Farmer City ! 

De Witt. 

Weldon 

De Witt. 

Kenney 

De Witt. 

Paxton 

iFord 

Piper City 

|Ford — 

Cabery 

IFord ... 

Gibson City 

Ford 

Sibley 

Ford 

Melvin 

IFord .. 


COUNTY. 
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LIST OF LODGES BY DISTRICTS. — Continued. 
SIXTEENTH DISTRICT. 



378 Aroma 

389 Kankakee 

481 Momence 

168 Milford 

305 Onarga 

316 Abraham Jonas 

429 Chebanse 

446 Watseka 

506,0. H. Miner 

59LGilman 

609 Sheldon 

634| Buckley 

688 Clifton . 

845 
38 
154 
265 
285 
527 
590 
632 
709 
714 
725 
782 
798 
844 


Martinton — 
Olive Branch . 

Russell 

Vermilion 

Catlin 

Rossville 

Fairmount — 
Ridge Farm... 

Star 

Newtown 

Rankin 

Potomac 

Sidell 

Hopewell 


Waldron 

Kankakee — 

Momence 

Milford 

Onarga 

Loda 

Chebanse 

Watseka 

Iroquois 

Gilman 

Sheldon 

Buckley 

Clifton 

Martinton — 

Danville 

Georgetown . 

Indianola 

Catlin 

Rossville 

Fairmount.. . 
Ridge Farm. 
Hoopeston. .. 

Pilot 

Rankin 

Potomac 

Sidell 

Hope 


COUNTY. 


Kankakee 
Kankakee 
Kankakee 
Iroquois . 
Iroquois . . 
Iroquois . . 
Iroquois , . 
Iroquois . . 
Iroquois .. 
Iroquois . . 
Iroquois . . 
Iroquois . . 
Iroquois . . 
Iroquois . . 
Vermilion 
Vermilion 
Vermilion 
Vermilion 
Vermilion 
Vermilion 
Vermilion 
Vermilion 
Vermilion 
Vermilion 
Vermilion 
Vermilion 
Vermilion 


SEVENTEENTH DISTRICT. 


157 Urbana 

199 Homer 

220 Mahomet 

240 Western Star 

347j Sidney 

391 Tolono 

470 Rantoul 

537 J. R. Gorin.... 

574 Per a 

747, Centennial — 

754 Ogden 

791iBroadlands .. 
801 'Sangamon ... 

332, Tuscola 

366 Areola 

369 Newman 

440 Camargo 

825 Arthur 

837 Hindsboro 

77 Prairie 

148 Bloomfield.... 

268 Paris 

280 Kansas 

408 Stratton 

743 Scott Land.. . . 

829 Edgar 

35 Charleston 

179 Wabash 

219 Oakland 

260 Mattoon 

390 Ashmore 

396 Muddy Point.. 

788 Lerna 

698 Hutton 


LOCATION. 

COUNTY. 

Urbana 

Champaign. . 

Homer 

Champaign 

Mahomet 

Champaign 

Champaign 

Champaign 

Sidney 

Champaign 

Champaign 

Tolono 

Rantoul 

Champaign 

Sadorous 

Champaign 

Ludlow .' 

Champaign 

Champaign 

Philo 

Ogden 

Champaign 

Broadlands 

Champaign 

Fisher 

Tuscola 

Champaign 

Douglas 

Douglas 

Areola 

Newman 

Douglas 

Camargo . 

Douglas 

Arthur 

Douglas 

Hindsboro 

Douglas 

Paris 

Fd tr.ir 

Chrisman 

Edgar 

Paris 

Fifl?nr. .. 

Kansas 

Edgar 

Vermilion 

Edgar 

Scott Land 

F.d trar 

Hume 

Edgar. . 

Charleston 

Coles ... v . . 

Etna 

Coles 

Oakland 

Coles 

Mattoon 

Coles 

Ashmore 

Coles 

Trilla 

Coles 

Lerna 

Coles 

Diona 

Coles 
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LIST OP LODGES BY DISTRICTS. — Continued. 
EIGHTEENTH DISTRICT. 


NO. 

NAME. 

LOCATION. 

COUNTY. 

. 58 
365 
600 
651 
773 
812 
228 
595 
764 
8 

312 

431 

454 

467 

682 

87 

165 

210 

741 

808 

853 


Monticello 

Piatt 

Rpmpnt . .... 

Bement 

Piatt... .... 

Cerro Gordo 

Cerro Gordo 

Piatt . . 

Atwood 

Atwood 

Piatt 

Mansfield 

Mansfield 

Piatt 

DeLand 

De Land 

Piatt 

Lovington 

Lovington. 

Moultrie 

Miles Hart 

Gays *, . . 

Moultrie 

Sullivan 

Sullivan 

Moultrie 

Macon 

Decatur 

Macon 

Ionic 

Decatur . . .* 

Macon 

Summit 

Harristown 

Macon 

Maroa 

Maroa 

Macon 

South Macon 

Macon 

Macon .... 

Blue Mound 

Blue Mound 

Macon 

Mt. Pulaski 

Mt. Pulaski 

Logan 

Atlanta 

Atlanta 

Logan 

Logan 

Lincoln 

Logan 

Logan 

New Holland 

New Holland 

Cornland 

Cornland 

Logan 

Latham. 

Latham 

Locran. 



NINETEENTH DISTRICT. 


NO. I NAME. 


LOCATION. 


COUNTY. 


88 Havana 

403 Mason City 

476 Manito 

645 San Jose 

19 Clinton 

653 Greenview 

4 Springfield 

71 Central 

203 Lavely 

333 Tyrian 

354 Ark & Arclior 

450 Loami 

500 St. Paul 

521 Illiopolis 

523 Chatham 

556 Dawson 

635 Rochester 

675 Pawnee 

700 Pleasant Plains 

762 Van Meter 

786 Riverton Union — . 

23 Cass 

544 Virginia 

724 Chandlerville 


Havana 

Mason 

Mason City 

Mason 

Manito 

Mason. . . 

San Jose 

Mason 

Petersburg 

Menard 

Greenview 

Menard 

Springfield 

Sangamon 

Springfield 

Sangamon 

Williamsville 

Sangamon 

Springfield 

Sangamon 

Auburn 

Sangamon 

Loami 

Sangamon 

Springfield 

Sangamon 

Illiopolis 

Sangamon — 

Chatham 

Sangamon 

Dawson 

Sangamon 

Rochester 

Sangamon 

Pawnee 

Sangamon 

Pleasant Plains 

Sangamon 

Cantrall 

Sangamon 

Riverton 

Sangamon .... 

Beardstown 

Cass 

Virginia 

Cass 

Chandlerville 

Cass 


—c 
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LIST OF LODGES BY DISTRICTS. — Continued, 
TWENTIETH DISTRICT. 


NO. 


44 

108 

430 

3 

52 

118 

346 

382 

432 

570 

616 

105 


424 

846 

34 

45 

95 

218 

275 

353 

373 

388 

453 

565 

569 

790 

806 

821 

830 


NAME. 


LOCATION. 


Hardin 

Versailles 

Kendrick 

Harmony 

Benevolent 

Waver ly 

N. D. Morse — 

Gill 

Murrayville . . . 
Jacksonville . . . 

Wadley 

Winchester — 
Manchester — 

Exeter 

Bluffs.... 

Barry 

Griggsville 

Perry 

New Salem 

Milton 

Kinderhook — 
Chamhershurg. 

El Dara 

New Hartford.. 
Pleasant Hill. . 

Time 

Pittsfield 

Nebo 

New Canton — 
Rockport 


Mt. Stering 

Versailles 

Mound Station 
Jacksonville 

Meredosia 

W averly 

Concord 

Lynnville 

Murrayville 
Jacksonville .... 

Franklin 

Winchester 

Manchester 

Exeter 

Bluffs 

Barry 

Griggsville 

Perry 

New Salem 

Milton 

Kinderhook — 
Chambersburg, 

El Dara 

New Hartford. . 
Pleasant Hill. . . 

Time 

Pittsfield 

Nebo 

New Canton — 
Rockport 


Brown . 
Brown . 
Brown . 
Morgan. 
Morgan. 
Morgan. 
Morgan. 
Morgan. 
Morgan. 
Morgan. 
Morgan. 
Scott . . . 
Scott ... 
Scott . . . 
Scott.. . 

Pike 

Pike — 
Pike — 

Pike 

Pike — 
Pike — 
Pike — 
Pike .... 

Pike 

Pike 

Pike 

Pike.... 

Pike 

Pike 
Pike . . . i 


COUNTY. 


TWENTY-FIRST DISTRICT. 


NO. 

NAME. 

LOCATION. 

COUNTY. 

1 

Bodley 

Quincy 

Adams 

39 

Herman .. 

Quincy 

Adams 

114 

Marcelline 

Marcelline 

Adams. . 

135 

Lima 

Lima 

Adams 

147 

Clayton 

Clayton 

Adams 

227 

Columbus 

Columbus 

Adams 


tTinprston 

Fairweather 

Adams 

267/ Da Prairie 

Golden 

Adams . . 

296[ Quincy 

Quincy 

Adams 

297. Benj amin 

Camp Point 

Adams 

379 Payson 

Payson 

Adams.. 

380 Lihert.v 

Liberty 

Adams 

449 

Mendon 

Mendon 

Adams 

529 

Adams j 

Plainville T. . 

Adams 

659 

Lambert 

Quincy 

Ad am s 

20 

Hancock 

Carthage 

Hancock 

193 

Herrick I 

Pontoosuc 

Hancock 

195 

La Harpe ' 

La Harpe 

Hancock 

235 

Dallas City 

Dallas City 

Hancock . 

238 

Black Hawk .... 

Hamilton 

Hancock 

257 

Warsaw 

Warsaw 

Hancock 

286 

Plymouth 

Plymouth 

Hancock 

295 

Dills 

Hickorv Ridge 

Hancock 

318 

J. L. Anderson 

Augusta 

Hancock 

464 

Denver 

Denver 

Hancock 

486 

Bowen 

Bowen 

Hancock 

618 

Basco 

Basco 

Hancock 

0K3 

Burn side 

Burnside 

Hancock 

715 l Elvaston 

Elvaston 

Hancock 
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LIST OF LODGES BY DISTRICTS. — Continued. 
TWENTY-SECOND DISTRICT. 


792 Calhoun 

IWest Gate 

50 Carrollton 

80 Whitehall 

129 .Greenfield 

197, King Solomon . 
796 E. M. Husted.. 

341 1 Full Moon 

394 Jerseyville 

592iFieldon 

76 Mt. Nebo. 

151 

152 
161 
171 
177 
212 
214 
249 
426 
445 
461 
463 


Bunker Hill . . . 

Fidelity 

Virden 

Girard 

Staunton 

Shipman 

Gillespie 

Hibbard 

Scottville 

Chesterfield . . . 

Plainview 

Palmyra 


LOCATION. 


COUNTY. 


U. D. 


Hardin 

Hamburg... 
Carrollton . 
Whitehall 
Greenfield .. 

Kane 

Roodhouse.. 

Grafton 

Jerseyville.. 

Fieldon 

Carlinville . 
Bunker Hill 

Medora 

Virden 

Girard 

Staunton.. .. 

Shipman 

Gillespie.. .. . 

Brighton 

Scottville. . 
Chesterfield 
Plainview . . , 
Palmyra. .. . 


Calhoun.. . 
Calhoun . . 

Greene 

Greene 

Greene 

Greene 

Greene 

Jersey 

Jersey 

Jersey 

Macoupin. 
Macoupin. 
Macoupin. 
Macoupin. 
Macoupin. 
Macoupin. 
Macoupin. 
Macoupin. 
Macoupin . 
Macoupin. 
Macoupin. 
Macoupin. 
Macoupin. 


TWENTY-THIRD DISTRICT. 


LOCATION. 


COUNTY. 


51 

236 

255 

455 

456 
475 
517 
670 


Mount Moriah. 
Charter Oak. . . 

Donnellson 

Irving 

Nokomis 

Walshville 

Litchfield 

Fillmore . 


692 1 Raymond. 


122 

226 

340 

451 

585 

623 

647 

681 

53 

180 

322 

392 

493 

541 

706 

831 


Mound. 

Pana. 

Kedron 

Bromwell 

Fisher 

Locust 

Blueville 

Morrisonville.. 

Jackson 

Moweaqua 

Windsor.. 

Oconee 

Tower Hill 

Sigel 

Joppa 

Findlay 


Hillsboro 

Litchfield 

Donnellson 

Irving 

Nokomis 

Walshville 

Litchfield 

Fillmore 

Raymond 

Taylorville 

Pana 

Mount Auburn, 
Assumption . . . 

Grove City 

Owaneco 

Edinburg : 

Morrisonville . 

Shelby ville 

Moweaqua 

Windsor 

Oconee 

Tower Hill 

Stewardson.... 

Cowden 

Findlay 


Montgomery 

Montgomery 

Montgpmery 

Montgomery 

Montgomery 

Montgomery 

Montgomery 

Montgomery 

Montgomery 

Christian 

Christian 

Christian 

Christian 

Christian 

Christian 

Christian 

Christian 

Shelbv 

Shelby 

Shelby 

Shelby 

Shelby 

Shelby 

Shelby 

Shelby 
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LIST OF LODGES BY DISTRICTS. — Continued. 
TWENTY-FOURTH DISTRICT. 


LOCATION. 


COUNTY. 


125 

279 

580 

834 

133 

313 


Greenup . . . 

Neoga 

Hazel Dell. 

Toledo 

Marshall. . . 
York 


442 

603 

620 

136 

250 

348 

644 

666 

756 

849 

216 

489 

140 

362 

509 

164 

334 

386 

447 


Casey 

Clark 

Newhope 

Hutsonville 

Robinson 

Russellville 

Oblong City 

Crawford 

Hardinsville 

Palestine 

Newton 

Cooper 

Olney 

Noble 

Parkersburg 

Edward Dobbins 

Sumner s 

Bridgeport 

S. D. Monroe 


Greenup 

Neoga 

Hazel Dell 

Toledo 

Marshall 

York 

Casey 

Martinsville. . 

Cohn 

Hutsonville 

Robinson 

Flat Rock 

Oblong 

Eaton 

Hardinsville.. . 

Palestine 

Newton 

Willow Hill.... 

Olney 

Noble 

Parkersburg . . 
Lawrenceville. 

Sumner.. 

Bridgeport 
Birds 


Cumberland, 

Cumberland 

Cumberland 

Cumberland 

Clark 

Clark 

Clark 

Clark 

Clark 

Crawford — 

Crawford 

Crawford 

Crawford 

Crawford 
Crawford 
Crawford — 

Jasper 

Jasper 

Richland 

Richland 

Richland 

Lawrence.. . 
Lawrence... 
Lawrence. . . 
Lawrence 


TWENTY-FIFTH DISTRICT. 


LOCATION. 


COUNTY. 


196 

204 

485 

488 

691 

149 

217 

484 

525 

533 

578 

602 

664 

665 
16 

405 

601 

769 

130 

201 

398 

503 

510 

613 


Louisville 

Flora 

Xenia 

Clay City 

tola 

Effingham 

Mason 

Edgewood 

Delia 

Altamount. . . 
Prairie City.. 

Watson 

Mayo 

Greenland 

Temperance . 

Ramsey 

Farina 

St. Elmo 

Marion 

Centralia 

Kinmundy . . . 

Odin ,.. 

J. D. Moody. . . 
Patoka 


Louisville 

Flora 

Xenia 

Clay City 

Iola 

Effingham 

Mason 

Edgewood 

Elliottstown 

Clay 

Clay 

Clay 

Clav 

Clay 

Effingham 

Effingham 

Effingham 

Effingham 

Altamount 

Montrose 

Watson 

Winter rowd 

Effingham 

Effingham 

(Effingham 

Effingham 

Beech er Ci ty 

Effingham 

V an (1 a.l i a 

Fayette 

Ramsey 

Fayette 

Farina 

Fayette 

St. Elmo 

Fayette 

Salem 

Marion 

Centralia 

Marion 

Kinmundv 

Marion 

Odin 

Marion 

Iuka 

Marion 

Patoka 

Marion.... 
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LIST OF LODGES BY DISTRICTS. — Continued. 
TWENTY-SIXTH DISTRICT. 


NAME. 

LOCATION. 

Greenville 

Greenville 

Gordon 

Pocahon t.as 

Gillham 

Woburn 

Scott 

Carlyle 

Trenton 

Trenton 

Franklin 

Upper Alton 

Piasa 

Alton 

Edwards ville 

Edwards ville 

Erwin 

Alton 

Marine 

Marine 

Bethalto 

Bethalto 

Madison 

New Douglas 

Highland 

Highland 

Troy 

Troy 

Collinsville 

Collinsville 

Triple 

Venice 


245 

473 

809 

79 

109 

25 

27 

99 

315 

355 

406 

560 

583 

588 

712 

835 


Bond 

Bond 

Bond 

Clinton. . . 
Clinton... 
Madison . 
Madison . 
Madison . 
Madison . 
Madison 
Madison . 
Madison . 
Madison . 
Madison . 
Madison . 
Madison 


TWENTY-SEVENTH DISTRICT. 


NO. 

NAME. 

LOCATION. 

COUNTY. 

24 

St. Clair 

Belleville 

St. Clair 

110 

Lebanon 

Lebanon ■ 

St. Clair 

342 

Summerfield 

Summerfleld 

St. Clair 

361 

Douglas 

Muscoutah 

St. Clair 

418 

Freeburg 

Freeburg 

St. Clair 

504 

East St. Louis 

East St. Louis 

St. Clair 

576 

O’Fallon 

O’Fallon 

St. Clair 

852 

Gothic 

East St. Louis 

St. Clair .... 

474 

Columbia 

Columbia 

Monroe 

787 

Morris 

Waterloo 

Monroe 

72 

Chester 

Chester 

Randolph 

86 

Kaskaskia 

Ellis Grove 

Randolph. .... .... 

162 

Hope 

Sparta 

Randolph 

427 

Red Bud 

Red Bud 

Randolph 

497 

Alma 

Steeleville 

Randolph 


TWENTY-EIGHTH DISTRICT. 


55 

153 

31 

368 

696 

721 

64 

567 

705 

744 

749 

85 

207 

234 


Washington. 

Clay 

Mt. Vernon . 

Jefferson 

Belle Rive. . . 

Rome 

Benton 

Frankfort . . . 

Ewing 

Goode 

Akin 

Mitchell 

Tamaroa 

Du Quoin 


LOCATION. 

COUNTY. 

Nashville 

Washington 

Ashley 

Washington 

Mt. Vernon 

Jefferson 

Opdyke 

Jefferson 

Belle Rive 

Jefferson 

Dix 

Jefferson 


Benton Franklin. 

Frankfort Franklin 

Ewing Franklin 

Bray field j Franklin. 

Thompsonville 'Franklin. 

Pinckney ville Perry 

Tamaroa Perry 

Du Quoin Perr} r 
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LIST OF LODGES BY DISTRICTS. — Continued. 


TWENTY-EIGHTH DISTRICT— Continued. 


NO. 

NAME. 

LOCATION. 

COUNTY. 

241 

Shekinah 

Carhondale 

Jackson 

287 

De Soto 

De Soto 

Jackson 

434 

Makanda.. 

Makanda 

Jackson 

498 

Murphysh^r^ 

Mnrphysboro 

Jackson 

657 

Ti^ "Payette 

Grand Tower 

Jackson 

695 

Shiloh Hill 

Campbell Hill 

Jackson 

833 

T)f k a T ‘ | 

Ava 

Jackson 

89 

"Pel 1 nwRh i p 

Marion 

Williamson 

458 

Blaming Star.. 

Crab Orchard 

Williamson 

487 

Andrew Jackson 

Corinth 

Williamson 

693 

Herrins Prairie ■ 

Herrin 

Williamson 

719 

Chapel Hill 

Wolf Creek 

Williamson 

729 

Hake Preek 

Johnston City 

Williamson 


"Willinmenn 

Carterville 

Williamson 

817Creal Springs 

Creal Springs 

Williamson 


TWENTY-NINTH DISTRICT. 


NO. 

NAME. 

LOCATION. 

COUNTY. 

206 

Fairfield 

Fairfield 

Wayne 

331 

Mount Erie. . • 

Mt. Erie 

Wayne 

460 

Jeffersonville 

Jeffersonville 

Wayne 

713 

Johnsonville 

Johnsonville 

Wayne 

759 

Orel 

Wayne City 

Wayne 

356 

Hermitage 

Albion 

Edwards 

239 

Mount Carmel. 

Mount Carmel 

Wabash 

752 

Allendale 

Allendale 

Wabash 

200 

Sheba 

Gray ville .... 

White 

272 

Carmi 

Carmi 

White 

668 

Burnt Prairie 

Burnt Prairie 

White 

677 

Enfield 

Enfield 

White 

718 

May 

Norris City. 

White • .. 

137 

Polk 

McLeansboro 

Hamilton 

630 

Tuscan 

Walpole 

Hamilton 

807 

Royal 

Macedonia 

Hamilton 

128 

Raleigh 

Raleigh 

Saline 

325 

Harrisburg 

Harrisburg 

Saline 

495 

Stone Fort 

Stone Fort . 

Saline 

684 

Gallatia 

Gallatia 

Saline 

730 

Eldorado 

Eldorado 

Sa line 

2 

Equality 

Equality 

Gallatin 

14 

Warren 

Shawnee town 

Gallatin 

230 

New Haven 

New Haven. . . 

Gallatin 

723 

Omaha 

Omaha 

Gallatin 

816 

Ridgway 

Ridgway 

Gallatin 
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LIST OF LODGES BY DISTRICTS. — Continued. 
THIRTIETH DISTRICT. 


NO. 

NAME. 

LOCATION. 

COUNTY. 

276 


Elizabethtown 

Hardin 

444 


Cave-in-Rock 

Hardin 

794 


Karber’s Ridge 

Hardin 

131 

Golconda 

Golconda 7 

Pope 

672 

Eddyville 

Eddyville 

Pope 

701 

Temole Hill 

Rose Bud 

Pope 

771 

Bay City 

Hamletsburg, 

Pope 

91 

Metropolis ... i 

Metropolis 

Massac 

232 

Farmers 

Pellonia 

Massac 

336 

New Columbia 

New Columbia 

Massac 

150 

Vienna 

Vienna 

Johnson 

339 

Saline 

Goreville 

Johnson 

419 

Reynoldsburg 

Tunnel Hill 

Johnson 

772 

New Burnside 

New Burnside 

Johnson 

778 

Gurney 

New County Line 

Johnson 

822 

Belknap 

Belknap 

Johnson 

111 

Jonesboro 

Jonesboro 

Union 

466 

Cobden 

Cobden 

Union 

520 

Anna 

Anna 

Union 

581 

Dongola 

Dongola — 

Union 

627 

Union 

Lick Creek 

Union 

840 

Alto Pass 

Alto Pass 

Union 

47 

Caledonia 

Olmsted 

Pulaski 

660 

Grand Chain 

New Grand Chain 

Pulaski 

562 

Trinity 

Mound City 

Pulaski 

237 

Cairo 

Cairo 

Alexander 


DBBUNCT BODGBS 
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Reports 


OF 

District Deputy Grand Masters. 


FIRST DISTRICT. 

Chicago, Aug-. 24, 1898. 

Edward Cook, Grand Master: 

Dear Sir and Brother: Another Masonic year is drawing- to its close, 
and I am reminded thereby that a report as to the general condition 
of the several lodges composing the First Masonic District is due from 
me as your Deputy. 

On receiving notice of my reappointment by you, the usual notice 
was immediately sent to all the lodges assigned to me, the receipt of 
which was duly acknowledged by a few of the lodges thus notified. 

I have visited all the lodges of this district except Lounsbury 
No. 751, which was burned out several months since and has held no 
meetings since as a lodge until the present month. I am informed 
that the brethren of this lodge have secured a new and desirable lodge 
room and are again meeting as before. I hope to be able to visit 
Lounsbury before the next meeting of the Grand Lodge. 

I have not been requested to visit, in a strictly official capacity, 
thus far, any lodge in this district during the current Masonic year. 
I have, in response to invitation, installed the officers of several lodges 
during the past year, not all, however, within the First District. On 
every such occasion a most enjoyable time has been experienced. 

I am assured, by personal observation and by way of information, 
that a desirable degree of harmony and concord prevails in all the 
lodges of the First District, and that prosperity and happiness as a 
rule exist in the same. 
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I have visited several of the lodges in my district several times 
and, in every instance, I have been most cordially received and greeted 
by all the brethren. 

By request of the presiding officer, of most of the lodges visited, 
most courteously expressed, I have made such remarks as seemed to 
me appropriate at the time; especially I have endeavored, on every 
such occasion, to impress on the minds of the brethren, both officers 
and members, the duty of loyalty to the Grand Lodge, in ever particu- 
lar, and of the great importance of absolute unvarying uniformity } 
in all lodges in Illinois, both as to ritual and ceremonies, as taught by 
the Board of Grand Examiners in all schools of instruction, and that 
the manner of making Masons should be the same precisely, so far as 
individual ability would permit. 

So far as I am able to judge, my suggestions thus made, have been 
fraternally and thoughtfully received and generally approved by the 
brethren. 

Upon invitation, I have assisted in conferring some one of the de- 
grees in nearly all the lodges visited, and I have observed that the 
verbiage of the Standard Ritual, in most lodges was very nearly cor- 
rect — in a few instances, however, lacking in impressiveness, by rea- 
son of a too rapid rendition; generally, however, I am glad to report, 
the officers manifest a very commendable desire to be accurate in their 
rendition of the Standard Ritual. 

In a few lodges the work is conducted practically correct, in every 
particular. In some even of the younger lodges may be seen the purest, 
simplest, most dignified, and best work, the teaching in schools of in- 
struction in each case, being faithfully followed. 

I greatly regret to have to report that in some of the older lodges 
in the First District irregularities more or less as to ceremonies and 
usages are practiced, not for want of proper information, but appar- 
ently because Masonic work as taught in the schools of instruction 
is not in its dramatic and spectacular features, and in other respects, 
as well, as impressive as in their opinion it ought to be, and as they 
seem to think they are able to make it. And this, notwithstanding 
the solemn obligation all, both officers apd members have taken. 

All the irregularities referred to may not be observed in an} r one 
lodge. I will, however, in performance of what I deem to be my dut} T , 
report some of the most prominent: 

Closing a lodge, not in full form, as per standard work. 

Conferring essential portions the Entered Apprentice and Master 
Mason’s degrees on more than one candidate at the same time. 
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Using certain unnecessary and unauthorized implements when 
conferring the second section of the Master Mason’s degree. 

Using a stereopticon instead of chart in conferring degrees, and 
showing views and pictures unknown to Masonry. 

Using robes and various costumes when conferring degrees. 

An utter disregard of good order when a lodge is announced at ease. 

Smoking in open lodge, a practice very common, and not by any 
means confined to the unofficial members; the lodge-room appearing 
at such times more like some club or bar-room than a properly con- 
ducted Masonic Lodge. 

Such is a simple and unvarnished statement, without comment, 
of what I have seen in some of the lodges of the First District since 
the last meeting of the Grand Lodge. 

All of which I submit for the consideration and action of those, 
who, much better than I, understand what requirements are neces- 
sary for the promotion of the highest and best interests of the Craft, 
and of pure, simple, and dignified Masonry in Illinois. 

Thanking you for the confidence reposed in me, and sincerely wish- 
ing for you a continuance ofyourthus far able and successful admin- 
istration as M.W. Grand Master of Illinois, I remain 
Fraternally and most sincerely yours, 

W. M. BURBANK, 

D.D.G.M., First District. 


SECOND DISTRICT. 

Chicago, III., Sept. 5, 1898. 

Edward Cook, Grand Master: 

I have visited all the lodges in the Second District except one — 
Vitruvius — and am pleased to report that harmony generally prevails. 
In two lodges, however, it seems some of the brethren are so fond of 
the cube that it is impossible to elect a candidate, no matter how 
worthy or meritorious he may be. While I am convinced that some 
of the lodges are not as discriminating as they should be in the use of 
the ballot box, having a greater regard for quantity than quality, a 
perversion of its use to visit spite on the officers of the lodge, or the 
recommending brethren stamps the actors as Masonic outlaws, and 
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were it possible to establish their identity they should be dealt with as 
their offense deserves. 

The brethren of this enlarged district have been most fraternal 
and cordial, and have exhibited at all times a disposition to profit 
from a visit of the District Deputy. 

In my capacity as Deputy Grand Lecturer I have assisted a num- 
ber of the lodges in perfecting themselves in the standard work, and 
it is gratifying to note the advance along this line. 

On December 28, 1897, I instituted Brighton Park Lodge, U.D., and 
last month witnessed their conferring of the Sublime degree in a 
highly satisfactory manner. 

Having during the past year kept you personally advised of Ma- 
sonic doings in the Second District, I deem it unnecessary to further 
extend this report. 

Congratulating you on your successful administration as Grand 
Master, and thanking you for this mark of confidence and esteem, 
with the hope that in small measure my action under it may meet, 
your approval, I am, Fraternally yours, 

HERBERT PRESTON, 
D.D.G.M., Second District.. 


THIRD DISTRICT. 

Chicago, Aug. 31, 1898. 

Edward Cook, Grand Master: 

Bear Sir and Brother: In conformity with article 8, of part 1, Grand 
Lodge By-laws, relating to duties of District Deputy Grand Master, 
I herewith submit my report. 

I have had the pleasure of visiting each lodge in the district one 
or more times, and in each and every case have received fraternal 
and kindly greeting. Only twice have I been called upon officially, 
and, while in both cases matters had assumed a serious aspect, still I 
am pleased to report that in each case the differences were adjusted 
amicably, so that now, so far as I know, peace and harmony prevail 
throughout the entire district. Most of the lodges in the district have 
shown decided advancement in the work, and there is no longer a.ny 
hint of doubt or question as to the ability of all the lodges to conform 
strictly to the standard work. Most of the lodges have had a pros- 
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perous year, despite the hard times that have prevailed the greater 
part of the time. 

It seems proper for me at this time to offer some suggestions that 
have come to my attention. There never has been, to my knowledge, 
any provision made regarding expenses incurred by the District Depu- 
ties in visitation of lodges, unless specially called. In my humble 
opinion every lodge should be visited at least once a year by the Dis- 
trict Deputy in charge, and a careful inspection made of the records, 
forms of blanks, by-laws, and work. To do this requires expense on 
the part of the deputy, and some provision should be made to reim- 
burse him for actual expenses only. Should the deputies throughout 
the state visit their several lodges, I am of the firm conviction that 
Masonry would be in a more perfect state of advancement, the Grand 
Master would be relieved of much useless correspondence, and Masonry 
in general improved. I am also of the firm belief that every District 
Deputy should be a Grand Lecturer, so that he may be called upon to 
give instructions in the work, as well as the law, authoritatively. 

The past year has been a very pleasant and profitable one to me, 
and I feel under many obligations to the brethren for the cordial man- 
ner in which I have been received by them. 

And now, my dear Grand Master, in bringing my report to a close, 
I wish to thank you from the bottom of my heart for the high honor 
you have conferred upon me, for your sound advice which I have 
sought from time to time, and for the kindly and brotherly manner in 
which I have always been received by you. May God’s richest bless- 
ings rest upon you is the prayer of 

Yours fraternally, 

M. B. IOTT, 

D.D.G.M., Third District. 


FOURTH DISTRICT. 

Woodstock, III., Sept. 3, 1898. 

Edward Cook, Grand Master: 

Bear Sir and Brother: Another Masonic year is drawing to a close, 
and as your Deputy for the Fourth District, it becomes my duty to re- 
port to you the condition of the lodges in my jurisdiction. 

I have been called upon to make but one official visit, the result 
of which has already been reported to you, and I have made but few 
visits of a social nature. 
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I am satisfied that a large majority of the lodges in this district 
are in a healthy condition, and adding a few names to their list of 
membership. 

I assisted the Worshipful Master of St. Mark’s Lodge in organiz- 
ing a school of instruction, which met at Woodstock in June, and 
was in charge of R.W. Brother Waters. The brethren of the lodges in 
McHenry county were invited. 

While there was not a large attendance, I am sure that good was 
done, which will show in the better and more accurate work done in 
the future. 

Thanking you for the honor conferred, I am 
Fraternally yours, 

L. T. HOY, 

D.D.G.M., Fourth District. 


FIFTH DISTRICT. 

Freeport, III., Aug. 1, 1898. 

Edward Cook, Grand Master. 

Dear Sir and Brother: I have the honor to make the following re- 
port of the standing of our Order in this the Fifth Masonic District of 
Illinois, and in doing so permit me to congratulate you upon the gen- 
erally satisfactory state of affairs in this section of the jurisdiction, 
and to sincerely hope that harmony and brotherly love, which have 
over distinguished the Craft in this district, may ever prevail. With 
but one exception, the trial in Excelsior Lodge No. 97, of Bro. Douglas 
Pattison of our city, which has given rise to some dissatisfaction. In- 
asmuch as you have been well informed of the case, and an appeal has 
been taken to the Grand Lodge, I will not dwell upon it in this report. 
Notwithstanding this, which has cast a gloom over the brethren of 
this city, I am proud to be able to report that the state of the Order 
here in general never was better or had a brighter future. I thank 
you for the distinguished honor, I have enjoyed at your hands, in hav- 
ing committed to my care the interests of our beloved Order in this 
district and wishing you abundant health and prosperity, I am 

Fraternally yours, 

JACOB KROHN, 

D.D.G.M., Fifth Masonic District. 
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SIXTH DISTRICT. 

Mt. Carroll, III., Sept. 4, 1898. 

Edward Cook, Grand Master: 

Dear Sir and Brother: In pursuance of the regulations of the Grand 
Lodge I herewith submit my annual report as District Deputy Grand 
Master of the Sixth Masonic District. I have had the pleasure of 
visiting all but a very few of the lodges in this district during the past 
year, both officially and socially, and in every instance the usual cour- 
tesies were extended to me as your representative. I have the 
pleasure of stating that about all of the lodges in this district are in 
a prosperous and substantial condition. A majority of the officials 
are confining themselves closely to the standard work, and as the 
prosperity of a lodge depends greatly upon the quality of the work 
done, I trust all lodges will put forth every effort to obtain that stand- 
ard of excellence which will not only be a credit to the officers, but will 
insure prosperity and a blessing to themselves as well as to the fra- 
ternity. 

Hoping to be able to visit the remaining lodges (which I have not 
yet visited) prior to the fneeting of the Grand Lodge, thanking you 
for the honor conferred, and congratulating you upon your very suc- 
cessful administration, with kindest, personal regards, I am 
Fraternally yours, 

C. E. GROVE, 
D.D.G.M., Sixth District. 


SEVENTH DISTRICT. 

De Kalb, III., Sept. 5, 1898. 

Edward Cook, Grand Master: 

Dear Sir and Brother: In compliance with your request, I herewith 
submit my annual report as District Deputy Grand Master. It affords 
me great pleasure to report that a more harmonious and prosper- 
ous condition does not exist in any district in this state than in the 
Seventh. I have not been called upon to make an official visit in my 
district during the present Masonic year. Have made many of the 
lodges a social visit and found them, without an exception, in a most 
harmonious condition, and doing good work. Some have done more or 
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less work during - the summer, while others have plenty of good timber 
waiting for cooler weather and longer evenings. 

Sycamore Lodge No. 134 is one of the most prosperous in my dis- 
trict, and always does good work. Meetings have been well attended, 
even during the summer months. Great credit is due Worshipful Mas- 
ter J. D. Waterman for his untiring energy and zeal in the interest 
of the Craft. It is gratifying to note the uniformity with which the 
work is being done in the different lodges in my district, due to the 
Masonic schools of instruction. Let the good work go on. 

Believing that your administration as M.W.G.M. is a grand suc- 
cess, and with the usual fraternal greetings, I am 

Courteously and fraternally yours, 

D. D. HUNTER, 
D.D.G.M., Seventh District. 


EIGHTH DISTRICT 

Joliet, III., Sept. 14, 1898. 

Edward Cook, Grand Master: 

Dear Sir and M. W. Brother : I have the pleasure of reporting 
peace and harmony throughout the Eighth Masonic District. Some 
differences have existed but have been satisfactorily adjusted without 
friction and in a fraternal spirit. I have had few official calls however. 

Thanking you for the honor conferred upon and confidence reposed 
in me, I remain Fraternally } 7 ours, 

JOHN B. FITHIAN, 

D.D.G.M. Eighth District. 


NINTH DISTRICT. 

Peru, III., Sept. 1, 1898. 

Edward Cook, Grand Master: 

Dear Sir and Brother: As District Deputy for the Ninth Masonic 
District I have little to report. 

I made one official visit during the year, to Chatsworth Lodge 
No. 539, on February 1, the result of which I made known to you the 
next day. 
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No other demands were made upon me for any official service. 

Have visited many of the lodges in the district, hut was not able 
to meet with them all this year as I had intended to do. 

Yours, fraternally, 

FRED. E. HO BERG, 

D.D.G.M., Ninth District. 


TENTH DISTRICT. 

Sparland, III., Sept. 3, 1898. 

Edward Cook, Grand Master: 

Dear Sir and Brother: I herewith submit my annual report as your 
Deputy for the Tenth District. 

On receiving notice of my appointment I notified all the lodges in 
this district of my willingness to make them an official visit when 
called upon. 

I have made five official visits, four of which I made special re- 
ports to you. 

I have visited most of the lodges in this district and assisted in 
conferring the degrees on several candidates. I found that the most 
of the secretaries are endeavoring to collect all dues up to date, and 
so far as I know peace and harmony prevail. 

Thanking you for the honor conferred and congratulating you on 
your successful administration, with kindest personal regards, I re- 
main Fraternally yours, 

T. VAN ANTWERP, 

D.D.G.M. Tenth District. 


ELEVENTH DISTRICT. 

Rock Island, III., Aug. 30, 1898. 

Edward Cook, Grand Master: 

M. W. Sir and Brother: Another Masonic year is drawing to a close 
— another mile-stone in the journey of life is passed, and it affords me 
much satisfaction to report that peace and harmony prevail among 
the Craft in the Eleventh Masonic District. 
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It has been my pleasure to visit a number of the lodges in the dis- 
trict, and to attend both private and public installations of the offi- 
cers, and perform the duties of Installing Officer. I have fonnd the 
officers and brethren loyal and true to all the requirements of the 
Grand Lodge, and more especially in conforming to the standard work 
of our Grand Jurisdiction. 

On December 27, last, I had the pleasure to attend the opening of 
a new and commodious lodge hall under the auspices of Stewart Lodge 
No. 92, at Geneseo, 111., and publicly install the officers, joining in an 
elegant banquet served by the ladies. 

I have reported to you all my official acts. 

In all my visits I have been received with all the courtesies and 
honors due as your representative. 

Thanking you for the honor conferred, I remain 
Fraternally yours, 

HENRY C. CLEAVELAND, 
D.D.G.M., Eleventh District. 


TWELFTH DISTRICT. 

Blandinsville, III., Sept. 3, 1898. 
Edward Cook, Grand Master: 

Dear Sir and Brother: I submit this my report as District Deputy 
Grand Master of the Twelfth District for the close of this Masonic 
year. 

With few exceptions my duties have been pleasant, and peace 
and harmony prevail in my district. I have visited several lodges in 
my district and have witnessed the work of conferring the degrees, 
and I am pleased to report the work in these lodges almost perfect. 

With the exception of a few lodges Masonry has been very pros- 
perous in this district. 

Congratulating you on your able and successful administration, 
and with sincere thanks for honors conferred upon me, I remain, 
Fraternally yours, 

O. F. KIRKPATRICK, 

D.D.G.M., Twelfth District. 
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THIRTEENTH DISTRICT. 

Victoria, III., Sept. 5, 1898. 

Edward Cook, Grand Master: 

Dear Sir and M. W. Brother : As your Deputy it affords me great 
pleasure to submit a report of the work done in the Thirteenth Dis- 
trict during the past year. 

With one or two exceptions the year has been pleasant. I feel 
confident in saying that peace and prosperity exist in this District. 

According to your appointment I was chairman of a commission 
to investigate complaints against the Worshipful Master and mem- 
bers of HiramLodge No. 26, and full report of our proceedings is in 
your hands. 

I was also called to visit Lodge No. 530, to adjust some difficulties 
which I am happy to say were amicably settled, and now peace and 
harmony exist. I have paid informal visits to as many of the lodges 
as I could conveniently, and installed the officers of several lodges and 
participated in the work when invited to do so. The Masonic year 
now closing has been fruitful in this district; the finished work re- 
flects great credit on the Craft, both in the selection of material and 
the care and skill evinced in performing the work. These results are 
largely due to the more general interchange of lodge visits, a custom 
very much to be commended, and I am glad to say steadily increasing. 

Congratulatingyou on your successful administration of our noble 
Craft, and thanking you for the honor you have conferred and confi- 
dence reposed in me, I assure you of my personal esteem. 

Fraternally yours, 

S. G. JARVIS, 

D.D.G.M., Thirteenth District. 


FOURTEENTH DISTRICT. 

Pekin, III., Aug. 17, 1898. 

Edward Cook, Grand Master: 

Dear Sir and Brother: As the angel of peace has again outspread 
its wings over our beloved country, and the starry emblem shines 
brighter and with greater lustre, so do peace, harmony, and good fel- 
lowship prevail in this Masonic district. 

I have visited many of our lodges, and aim to keep in close touch 
ith my Masonic brethren of this district. 
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It was with great satisfaction I attended a conclave held by Wm. 
C. Hobbs Lodge No. 306, Eureka, 111., on March 15, 1898. Five Fellow 
Crafts were raised to the sublime degree of Master Mason. Work com- 
menced in the afternoon and continued until midnight. The work 
done by Brother Banta and his officers cannot be excelled; it is the 
standard throughout. The Peoria brethren came over in the evening 
by special train, bringing with them a large delegation from Wash- 
ington, Chiilicothe, and El Paso. One of the candidates was a son of 
R.W. Brother Crawford, Past Grand Master, who was present and 
enjoyed the work. This lodge has raised twenty candidates the past 
Masonic year, and all fine material. The hospitality of the brethren 
on this occasion knew no bounds, and it was greatly appreciated by 
the visitors. The majority of the lodges are doing well, and are mak- 
ing progress in obtaining the standard work. 

With best wishes and fraternal greetings, I remain as ever 
Fraternally yours, LOUIS ZINGER, 

D.D.G.M., Fourteenth District. 


FIFTEENTH DISTRICT. 

Bloomington, III., Sept. 9, 1898. 

Edward Cook, Grand Master: 

Dear Sir and Brother: In submitting my annual report for this dis- 
trict I have very little to chronicle. During the year I have visited 
a number of the lodges in an informal manner, but have found noth- 
ing to require official notice. So far as I can learn Masonry in this 
district is in a very prosperous condition. All the lodges seem to be 
doing a fair amount of work and in a very excellent manner. Thank- 
ing you for the honor of the appointment, I am, 

Fraternally, 

DELMAR D. DARRAH, 

D.D.G.M., Fifteenth District. 


SIXTEENTH DISTRICT. 

Onarga, III., August 31, 1898. 

Edward Cook, Grand Master: 

Dear Sir and Brother: Immediately on receiving my commission 
as District Deputy Grand Master of the Sixteenth Masonic District, 
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I notified the different lodges in the district of my readiness to serve 
them in that capacity, and as a proof the peace and harmony that 
prevails in this district I will say that in the entire year I have not 
been called on to make an official visit, outside of invitations to conduct 
installations and assist in dedications and laying of corner stones, on 
each of the latter occasions in company with yourself and other 
Grand Lodge officers. 

I have visited several of the lodges and given them some advice 
and instructions for their benefit, which was kindly received. 

I have advised and encouraged the lodges to post themselves in the 
standard work and from the interest manifested, I certainly think it 
would be for the best interests of Masonry in this district to have one 
of the schools of instruction next winter somewhere in the Sixteenth 
District. Thanking you for the honor you have conferred upon me 
by appointing me as your deputy, and with my best wishes for your 
future welfare, I am Fraternally yours, 

W. H. McCLAIN, 

D.D.G.M., Sixteenth District. 


SEVENTEENTH DISTRICT. 

Paris, III. Sept. 1 , 1898 . 

Edward Cook, Grand Master: 

Dear Sir and Brother: The past Masonic year has been a very quiet 
one in the Seventeenth District. 

I have not been called upon to act in an official capacity at any 
time. Our lodges seem to be doing good work, brought about largely 
by our “Schools of Instruction,” which have been of so much benefit 
to the Craft at large. I have made some social visits among the lodges 
and from such information as I have obtained I can report that the 
lodges in this district have enjoyed a reasonable degree of prosperity. 

With highest regards and best wishes, I am 
Fraternally yours, 

ROBERT L. McKINLAY, 

D.D.G.M., Seventeenth District. 
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EIGHTEENTH DISTRICT. 

Bement, III., Sept. 6, 1898. 

Edward Cook, Grand Master: 

Dear Sir and Brother: On the 26th of October last I publicly in- 
stalled the officers of Fraternal Lodge No. 58, and December 27 the 
officers of Sullivan Lodge No. 764. 

These two are all the invitations I have received to visit lodge, 
and with the exception of a visit to a lodge at your request, the re- 
sult of which was reported to you at the time, comprises my entire 
official record for the past year. 

With personal regards, Fraternally yours, 

C. F. TENNEY, 

D.D.G.M., Eighteenth District. 


NINETEENTH DISTRICT. 

Springfield, III., Sept. 6, 1898. 

Edward COOK, Grand Master: 

Dear Sir and Brother: I have in the past taken great pleasure in 
making my report to the Grand Master, and with the exception of the 
trouble in Mechanicsburg Lodge, there is nothing but what it gives 
me pleasure to report at this time. 

All the lodges in this district are in good working order, so far as 
I am advised, and have done their usual amount of work, and the class 
of applicants are fully up to, if not above the average in past years. 

Agreeably to your order, Tyrian Lodge No. 333 entered in the trial 
of N. H. Kiser, of Mechanicsburg Lodge, the report of which you have 
before you. 

It was a long and tedious trial, as all know who heard the volu- 
minous evidence, and it has been attended with a large expense and 
much loss of time to those who have had it in charge, and from neces- 
sity has caused some friction among Masons in this locality, which 
it is hoped will soon pass away. 

I am, from past experience, clearly of the opinion that some more 
positive and specific rules should be adopted governing Masonic trials, 
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to prevent the enormous cost bills and save much valuable time to 
those who are compelled to conduct the same. 

It may be said that the law is now all that is necessary, and in 
most of cases that is true; but many attorneys seem to want to pro- 
long- the trials and make the evidence as voluminous as possible, which 
largely increases the cost, and always sows the seed of discord, which 
it often takes months and years to outlive. 

Truly and fraternally yours, 

R. D. LAWRENCE, 
D.D.G.M., Nineteenth District. 


TWENTIETH DISTRICT. 

Winchester, III,., Sept. 10, 1898 

Edward Cook, Grand Master: 

Dear Sir and Brother: If all organized bodies could be run as 
smoothly and with as little friction as the lodges of the Twentieth 
District during- the past year there would be little need of overseeing 
or supervision, so far as harmonious action is concerned. 

I am pleased to be able to report that the lodges of this district 
are enjoying a greater degree of prosperity than for a number of years 
past, and everything betokens a healthy and harmonious state of 
affairs. 

I would not, however, presume to say that there is no room for im- 
provement, and that there are not cases where a little rousing up 
and the infusion of new life is not needed, but on the whole the order 
is in a very prosperous and satisfactory condition. 

Fraternally yours, 

A. P. GROUT, 

D.D.G.M., Twentieth District. 


TWENTY-FIRST DISTRICT. 

LaHarpe, III., Sept. 5, 189S. 

Edward Cook, Grand Master: 

Dear Sir and Brother: Again I can report a pleasant year’s work. 
I have made no official calls, but have had many questions submitted 
to me for answer. 
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I have made a few social visits to some of the lodges, and early in 
the year met many of the officers and brethren in a social day’s meet- 
ing held here in LaHarpe. 

Allow me to return my sincere thanks for the honor you have con- 
ferred and congratulate you on your very successful and harmonious 
administration. Yours fraternally, 

W. O. BUTLER, 
D.D.G.M., Twenty-first District. 


TWENTY-SECOND DISTRICT. 

Carlinville, III., August 31, 1898. 
Edward Cook, Grand Master: 

Dear Sir and Brother: As your District Deputy for the Twenty-sec- 
ond District of Illinois I beg to report, that during the past year I have 
visited a number lodges in this district, on the occasion of Masonic 
banquets, installations, funerals, etc., but I have not been called upon 
to discharge any official functions. 

There have been no dissensions among any of the Craft in this 
District and all are working together for the good of the Order. I 
believe that every lodge in this district is in good condition; at least, 
so far as I know, none are languishing. I congratulate you on the 
peace and harmony which have prevailed during your wise adminis- 
tration, and am assured that the wisdom that has been emanated from 
the East will be fully appreciated by all of the brethren. 

Fraternally yours, 

ALEXANDER H. BELL, 

D.D.G.M., Twenty-second District. 


TWENTY-THIRD DISTRICT. 

Litchfield, III., Sept. 1, 1898. 

Edward Cook, Grand Master: 

Dear Sir and Brother: During the Masonic year just past I have 
made only one official visit, of which due report was made to you at 
the time. 


78 


APPENDIX. — PART II. 


I have assisted several lodges in the installation of their officers 
and work. 

I find the records in good shape in* nearly all lodges, but in the col- 
lection of dues some negligence is perceptible. 

So far as I am informed peace and harmony prevail throughout 
the district. 

I believe most of the lodges are in a healthy and prosperous con- 
dition, and some I know are enjoying more than the usual activity in 
amount of work being done. 

With sincere good wishes to you and our Order, and thanking you 
for special honors conferred, I am 

Fraternally yours, 

HUGH A. SNELL, 

D.D.G.M., Twenty-third District. 


TWENTY-FOURTH DISTRICT. 

Newton, III., Sept. 2, 1898. 

Edward Cook, Grand Master: 

Bear Sir and Brother: My duties as District Deputy Grand Master 
of the Twenty-fourth District have been very pleasant and agreeable. 
As per your order I went on February 17 to Hazel Dell, 111., to settle 
a difficulty between two brethren of Hazel Dell Lodge No. 580. As 
your representative the brethren extended to me many Masonic 
courtesies, and by their untiring assistance I was enabled to settle 
the difficulty without formal trial, a full report of which was furnished 
you at the time. So far as I am advised peace and harmony prevail 
throughout the district, and although we have a few weak lodges I am 
pleased to state that the majority of the lodges in the district are 
fairly prosperous. 

Thanking you for the honor conferred, and with kindest personal 
regard, I am, Fraternally yours, 

W. H. LATHROP, 

D.D.G.M., Twentjr-fourth District. 
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TWENTY-FIFTH DISTRICT. 

Kinmundy, III., Sept. 5, 1898. 

Edward Cook, Grand Master: 

Dear Sir and Brother: It gives me much pleasure to report the 
Twenty-fifth Masonic District enjoying a state of harmonyjand broth- 
erly love. 

There have been no disputes or dissensions among the brotherhood 
to my knowledge. 

The duties of my office have been pleasant. I have made a num- 
ber of social visits. In a few instances they have been in response to 
special invitations to install officers, and to assist in conferring the 
degrees. 

I have examined the records of a number of lodges, and have la- 
bored to make my visits helpful. 

I am pleased to notice that the lodges mostly are advancing in the 
standard work, and are improving in business methods. 

In conclusion, I sincerely thank you for the honor conferred, and 
with kind personal regards, I am 

Fraternally yours, 

C. ROHRBOUGH, 
D.D.G.M., Twenty-fifth District. 


TWENTY-SIXTH DISTRICT. 

Upper Alton, III., August 20, 1898. 
Edward Cook, Grand Master: 

Dear Sir and Brother: As District Deputy for the Twenty-sixth 
Masonic District I beg to submit the following as my report: 

My official acts during the past year have been limited in number 
and principally confined to such duties as could be performed through 
the medium of correspondence. I have not been called upon by any 
of the lodges for official visits and have every reason to believe that 
peace and harmony prevail among the lodges and brethren of this 
district. On two occasions, by your order, I performed some special 
duties, reports of which have been forwarded. I desire to thank }^ou 
sincerely for numerous evidences of your confidence and assure you 
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that they have been highly appreciated. With congratulations on 
your successful administration and assurances of my sincere personal 
regard, I am Fraternally yours, 

H. T. BURNAP, 

D.D.G.M. Twenty-sixth District. 


TWENTY- SEVENTH DISTRICT. 

Chester, III., Sept. 3, 1898. 

Edward Cook, Grand Master: 

Dear Sir and Brother: I have the pleasure of reporting peace and 
harmony prevailing generally in the Twenty-seventh District. 

During the year I have had no official calls to visit any of the 
lodges. A great many of them I called upon of my own free will and 
accord and, as your representative, was cordially received. 

Several questions on Masonic law and usages have been pro- 
pounded, and answered to the best of my ability. 

Several of the lodges are keeping up to the standard work. 

Thanking you for the honor you saw fit to confer upon me, I am 
Fraternally yours, 

JAMES DOUGLAS, 

D.D.G.M., Twenty-seventh District. 


TWENTY-EIGHTH DISTRICT. 

Marion, 111., Sept. 5, 1898. 

Edward Cook, Grand Master: 

Dear Sir and Brother: In submitting my report for the Twenty 
eighth Masonic District I can say to my knowledge everything is 
peaceful and harmonious. 

As your deputy I at your request investigated Frankfort No. 567 
for irregularities, and made report at the time. I am pleased to be 
able to report now that the members of said lodge have adjusted their 
differences and peace prevails. 
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I have met a great many masters of lodges in this district. I find 
them and Masons generally desirous of living up to the requirements 
of the Grand Lodge as to standard work and all other requirements of 
their Masonic duties. 

A fair degree of prosperity has been enjoyed by the lodges of this 
district with possibly a few exceptions, and while we have not added 
much to our membership, we hope when times get better to again do 
a good share of work. 

In closing permit me to tender sincere thanks for the honor you 
have conferred on me, trusting I have merited your confidence, I am, 

Fraternally yours, 

J. M. BURKHART, 
D.D.G.M., Twenty-eighth District. 


TWENTY-NINTH DISTRICT. 

Mt. Carmel, III., Aug. 29, 1898. 

Edward Cook, Grand Master: 

Dear Sir and Brother: I am pleased to report that peace and har- 
mony prevail among the brethren of the Twenty-ninth District. I 
infer this from the fact that not a single complaint has been made to 
me during the closing Masonid year. With one exception, the year 
has been uneventful, the “one exception” being the terrible disaster 
by flood to our brethren at Shawneetown, full information of which 
was conveyed to the Craft by your letter of appeal. The results of 
your appeal and the relief extended by the brethren of the state, I am 
informed, were very gratifying and helpful to our stricken brethren. 

Congratulating you upon your successful administration, I am 

Fraternally yours, 

H. T. GODDARD, 
D.D.G.M. Twenty-ninth District. 
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THIRTIETH DISTRICT, 

New Grand Chain, III., Sept. 7, 1898. 
Edward Cook, Grand Master: 

Dear Sir and Brother: I herewith submit my annual report as your 
Representative in this District for the Masonic year now closing-; 

On receiving notice of my appointment I notified all the lodges, 
and extended them my willingness to make them an official visit when 
practicable, but have received few calls. 

On July 9, by your order, I visited or called upon Moscow Lodge 
No. 457, and after carefully investigating the affairs and records of 
said lodge, I arrested the charter and reported same to you. 

There seems to be some trouble among the brethren of Temple 
Hill Lodge No. 701, and Parmer’s Lodge No, 232, which I hope will be 
settled in the near future. Aside from this, harmony has seemed to 
prevail among the Craft. 

Thanking you for the honor you have conferred and confidence in 
me, I assure you of my personal esteem. 

Fraternally yours, 

J. M. JONES, 

D.D.G.M. Thirtieth District. 
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Report of Grand Examiners 


FOR THE YEAR 1898. 


Litchfield, III., May 30, 1898. 

Edward Cook, Grand Master: 

Dear Sir and M. W. Brother: I herewith submit to you report of the 
several Masonic schools of instruction held by the Board of Grand Ex- 
aminers, pursuant to your order during the current year, as follows: 

MURPHYSBORO. 

At the school held at Murphysboro on the 18th. 19th, and 20th days of 
January, A.D. 1898, there were present M.W. Bro. Edward Cook, G.M.; 
Monroe P. Crawford, P.G.M.; R.W. Bros. W. B. Grimes, A. B. Ashley, 
J. Eli Evans, Jno. W. Rose, and James R. Ennis, Grand Examiners;W. 
H. Stephens, I. H. Todd, P. F. Clark. T. H. Humphrey, W. H. Peak, 
and James Douglass, D.G.L.’s. 

Two hundred and fifteen names were registered, fifty-two lodges, 
and four grand jurisdictions were represented. 

ROBINSON. 

At the school held at Robinson on the 1st, 2d, and 3d days of Feb- 
ruary, A.D. 1898, there were present M.W. Bro. Edward Cook, G.M.; 
R.W. Bros. W. B. Grimes, A. B. Ashley, J. Eli Evans, Jno. W. Rose, 
and James R. Ennis, Grand Examiners; Seymour S. Borden, G. H. B. 
Tolle, Isaac A. Foster, Charles H. Martin, and Sam M. Schoemann, 
D.G.L.’s. 

One hundred and sixty-two names were registered, thirty-five 
lodges, and five grand jurisdictions were represented. 

SPRINGFIELD. 

At the school held at Springfield on the 15th, 16th, and 17th days of 
February, A.D. 1898, there were present M.W. Bros. Edward Cook, G.M.; 
Monroe C. Crawford and Owen Scott, P.G.M’s.; R.W. Bros. J. H. C. 
Dill, G.S.; W. B. Grimes, A. B. Ashley, J. Eli Evans, Jno. W. Rose, 
and James R. Ennis, Grand Examiners; R. D. Lawrence, D.D.G.M.; 
W. M. Burbank, C. M. Erwin, Peter F. Clark, R. F. Morrow, J. Frank 
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Clayton, D. B. Hutchinson, T. W. Wilson, H. T. Burnap, Hugh Snell, 
W. R. Bowling, John G. Seitz, W. H. Peak, J. D. Templeton, and T. H. 
Humphrey, D.G.L’s. 

Three hundred and eighty-five names were registered, one hundred 
and six lodges and six grand jurisdictions were represented. 

FREEPORT. 

At the school held at Freeport on the 1st, 2nd, and 3d days of 
March, A.D. 1898, there were present M.W. Bros. Edward Cook, G.M.: 
John C. Smith, P.G.M.; R.W. Bros. L. L. Munn, P.G.S. ; A. B. Ashley, 
J. Eli Evans, Jno. W. Rose, and James R. Ennis, Grand Examiners 
H. S. Hurd, J. E. Greenman,C. E. Grove, G. O. Friederich, and Seymour 
S. Borden, D.G.L’s. 

Two hundred and eighty-four names were registered, seventy-four 
lodges, and six grand jurisdictions were represented. 

CHICAGO. 

At the school held at Chicago on the 15th, 16th, and 17th days of 
March, A.D. 1898, there were present M.W. Bros. Edward Cook, G.M.; 
Owen Scott, P.G.M.; R.W. Bros. Charles F. Hitchcock, D.G.M. ; Geo. 
M. Moulton, S.G.W.; J. H. C. Dill, G.S.; W. B. Grimes, A. B. Ashley, 
J. Eli Evans, Jno. W. Rose, and James B. Ennis, Grand Examiners; 
also H. T. Burnap, member of the board for this school only, Herbert 
Preston, R. F. Morrow, James McCredie, H. S. Albin, Isaac Cutter, 
J. J. Crowder, W. E. Ginther, A. G. Goodridge, M. B. Iott, J.H. Thomas, 
S. S. Borden, H. S. Hurd, W. O. Butler, and W. M. Burbank, D.G.L.’s. 

At this school three sections or divisions were held simultaneous^, 
to-wit: One division on North Side at North End Masonic Temple, 
615 North Clark street; one division on West Side at Masonic Temple, 
Halstead and West Randolph streets, and one division on South Side 
at Masonic Home Temple, 3120 Forest avenue, two members of the 
Board of Grand Examiners being at each school in charge of the work. 

The registration was as follows: 

South Side, two hundred fifty-six names were registered; sixty- 
three lodges and four grand jurisdictions were represented. 

West Side, two hundred nineteen names were registered; sevent} 7 - 
two lodges and six grand jurisdictions were represented. • 

North side, three hundred names were registered; seventy-four 
lodges and five grand jurisdictions were represented. 

At each of the several schools and at each division of the Chicago 
school, the whole ritual of Masonry was fully rehearsed and exempli- 
fied in regular lodge work and upon actual candidates. 
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A feature of the schools, at each place of meeting - , was the official 
reception of the M.W. Grand Master, and an address by him, includ- 
ing - also a business talk to lodge officers on the business of the Craft. 

Since last session of Grand Lodge we have recommended the fol- 
lowing named brethren for appointment as D.G.L., to-wit. : T. R. 
Smedley, W. H. Marsh, Enos Johnson, Clarence N. Hambleton, Aaron 
Shubert, Edwin F. Seavy, and Philo L. Holland. 

In conclusion, M.W. Sir, we beg to express our appreciation of the 
honors conferred upon us, and to thank you for your assistance and 
untiring efforts for the success of the schools. We also beg to ac- 
knowledge the encouragement and assistance rendered by the Deputy 
Grand Lecturers, District Deputy Grand Masters, and various Grand 
Lodge Officers and members of the Craft generally. 

All of which is respectfully and fraternally submitted, 

BOARD OF GRAND EXAMINERS, 


John W. Rose, Secretary. 
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REPOET OF SHAWNEETOWN. FUND. 


Chicago. July 18, 1898. 

Hon. Edward Cook, 

Grand Master Grand Lodge A. F. & A. M. of Illinois. 

Dear Sir and Most Worshipful Brother: I have the honor to submit 
herewith a detailed statement of the fund received from the lodges 
of this state, for the relief of our brethren at Shawneetown, Illinois, 
in response to your appeal of April 11, 1898. 

Fraternally yours, 

W. M. Egan, Grand Treasurer. 


SHAWNEETOWN FLOOD RELIEF FUND 
in account with WILEY M. EGAN, Grand Treasurer. 


1868. DEBIT. 

Apr. 25 To J. C. Hart, Ch’rm’n Masonic Relief Com.. $500 00 
May 3 “ “ “ “ “ “ 500 00 

10 “ “ “ “ “ “ 500 00 

30 “ “ “ “ “ “ 500 00 

July 14 “ “ “ “ “ “ 27 02 

14 “ Stationery and postage 1141 

14 “ Services in receiving, receipting for, and 

forwarding contributions, $2,069.47 at 
] % per cent 31 04 


$2,069 47 


CREDIT. 


BY CONTRIBUTIONS, AS FOLLOWS: 


DATE, ’98. 

NAME OF LODGE. 

NO. 

AMT. 

Apr. 15 

Myrtle 

...795 

$10 00 

15 

Palace 



15 

Kilwinning 

...311 

25 00 

18 

Home : . . 

...508 

10 00 

18 

DeWitt 

... 84 

10 00 

18 

Mt. Joliet 

... 42 

10 00 

18 

Mystic Star 

...758 

10 00 

18 

Covenant 

...526 

25 00 

19 

Englewood 

...690 

10 00 

19 

Star in the East. . . . 

...166 

10 00 

19 

Landmark 

422 

5 00 

20 

Alpha 

...155 

5 00 
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DATE, ’98. 

NAME OF LODGE. 

NO. 

AMT. 

Apr. 20 

Herder 



00 

20 

Comet 

. ..641 

. . 5 

00 

20 

Clinton 

. .. 19 

. . 5 

00 

20 

Virden 

...161 


00 

20 

Tyrian 



00 

20 

Lincoln Park 

...611 

.. 25 

00 

20 

Mattoon 

. . .260 


00 

20 

Toulon 



25 

20 

Kensington 

. . .804 


00 

20 

Prophetstown 

...293 

. . 10 

00 

21 

Cedar 

...124 

. . 5 

00 

21 

Miners 

...273 

.. 5 

00 

21 

Kankakee 

. . .389 (and members, . . 

.. 12 

00 

21 

Tolono 

...391 


00 

21 

Olive Branch 

... 38 


00 

21 

Cyrus 

...188 

.. 5 

00 

21 

Apollo 

...642 

.. 5 

00 

* 21 

D. C. Cregier 

...643 

.. 25 

00 

22 

Wataga 

...291 

.. 2 

00 

22 

Garden City 

. . .141 

.. 5 

00 

22 

Watseka 

. . .446 (and members) . . 

.. 3 

00 

22 

Monmouth 

. .. 37 


00 

22 

Robinson 

...250 

.. 5 

00 

22 

Harbor 

...731 

.. 2 

00 

22 

pides 

...842 

. . 10 

00 

22 

Gaiva 

...243 

.. 3 

00 

23 

Hardin 

. . . 44 (and members) . . 

.. 5 

10 

23 

Milford 

...168 

. . 3 

00 

23 

Mt. Carmel 

. ..239 

.. 20 

00 

23 

Winnebago 

. ..745 

.. 2 

00 

23 

Richard Cole . 

. ..697 

.. 5 

00 

23 

St. John’s 

... 13 

.. 5 

00 

23 

Arrowsmith 

...737 

. 5 

00 

23 

Chicago 

...437 

.. 25 

00 

23 

Tarbolton 

. ..351 

. 5 

00 

23 

Pacific 

...66 

.. 5 

00 

23 

Cleveland 

...211 

.. 25 

00 

23 

Havana 

...88 

.. 5 

00 

23 

Robt. Morris 

. . .247 (and members) . 

.. 10 

00 

23 

Crete 

...763... 


00 

25 

Elgin 

. . .117 

.. 10 

00 

25 

Wauconda 

...298 

. . 5 

00 

25 

Charter Oak 

...236 

.. 5 

00 

25 

Rockton 

. . 74 (and members) . . 

.. 5 

00 

25 

Marine 

...355 

. . 5 

00 

25 

Garfield 

...686 


00 

25 

Pana 

. .226 

.. 15 

00 

25 

Tonica , 

. . 364 

. . 5 

00 

25 

T. J. Pickett' 

. . .307 (and members) . . 

7 

50 

25 

Horicon 

...244 

2 

00 

25 

Waubansia 

...160 

.. 5 

00 

26 

Germania 

..182 

. . 10 

00 

26 

Libertvville 

...492 

.. 5 

00 

26 

Marseilles 

...417 

.. 5 

00 

26 

Princeton 

. .587 

. . 6 

00 
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DATE, 98. 

NAME OF LODGE. 

NO. 

AMT. 

Apr. 26 

Providence 

...711 

$ 5 00 

26 

Yorktown 



26 

Verona 

...757 


26 

Windsor Park 

.. 836 


26 

Wm. B. Warren. . . . 

...209 

25 00 

26 

Catlin 

...285 

4 00 

26 

Cheney’s Grove 

. .468 

2 00 

26 

Hopedale 

...622 

2 00 

26 

Oriental 

.. 33 

50 00 

26 

Mithra 

.. 410 

5 00 

26 

Austin 

...850 

10 00 

27' 

Grand Crossing 

.776 


27 

Gardner 

...573 

1 00 

27 

Waverly 

. . .118 

5 00 

27 

Martinton 

...845 


27 

Western Star 

...240 

.5 00 

27 

Ravenswood 

.. .777 

10 00 

27 

Brighton Park 

..U.D 

5 00 

27 

Normal Park 

...797 

10 00 

27 

Waldeck 

...674 

5 00 

28 

Streator 

...607 

2 00 

28 

Lessing 

...557 

5 00 

28 

Peoria 

. .. 15 

5 00 

28 

Rockford. 

. . 102 

10 00 

28 

LeRov 

...221 

5 00 

28 

Melvin 

...811 

1 00 

28 

Illinois City 

...679 

8 00 

28 

Onarga 

...305 

2 00 

29 

Wheaton 

...269 

5 00 

29 

Minooka 

...528 

1 00 

29 

Occidental 

... 40 

10 00 

29 

Aledo 

...252 

10 00 

29 

Vermillion 

.. 265 

1 00 

29 

Sumner 



29 

Rutland 

...477 

5 00 

30 

Harlem 

...540 

10 00 

30 

Vesper 

...584 

5 00 

30 

Blaney 

...271 

10 00 

30 

Triluminar 

...767 

10 00 

30 

Constantia ......... 

...783 

5 00 

30 

Dundee 

...190 

5 00 

30 

Temple 

... 46.... 

10 00 

30 

Altona 

. . .330 

5 00 

30 

Normal .... 

673 ... . 

5 00 

30 

Dearborn 

...310 

25 00 

30 

Ben Hur 

...818 

5 00 

May 2 

Pekin 

. . 29 

5 00 

2 

Jo Daviess 

...278 

5 00 

2 

Illinois 

...263 

5 00 

2 

Wade Barney 

...512 

5 00 

2 

Farmers 

. . .232 

2 00 

2 

Monitor 

.. .522 

10 00 

2 

Schiller 


5 00 

2 

Vitruvius 

.... 81 

5 00 

3 

Freedom 

....194 

3 00 

3 

Meridian 

...505 

5 00 
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DATE, 

’98. 

NAME OP LODGE. 

NO. 

AMT. 

May 

3 

Auburn Park 

...789 i 

B10 00 


3 

Lockport 

. . 538 

5 00 


3 

Tennessee 

...496 

3 00 


3 

Bethalto 

...406 

5 00 


3 

Kingston 

...266 

5 00 


3 

Perry 

...95 

5 00 


3 

Alma 


5 00 


3 

Red Bud 

.. .427 

2 00 


3 

Chatham 

. ..523 

10 00 


3 

Mackinaw 

. . .132 (from members of) 

3 25 


3 

Mystic Tie 

...187 

5 00 


3 

Andrew Jackson 

...487 

5 00 


3 

De Soto 

..287 

5 00 


3 

Henderson . . . 

...820 

10 00 


3 

Peotone 

. . .636 (from members of) 

21 50 


3 

Pearl 

...823 

5 00 


3 

Mt. Pulaski 

... 87 

11 00 


3 

Kaskaskia 

. .. 86 

5 00 


3 

Washburn 

. . .421 

3 00 


3 

King- Solomon 

...197 

3 00 


4 

A. O. Fay 

...676 

5 00 


4 

Hampshire 

. . 443 

5 00 


4 

Orient 


1 00 


4 

Mahomet 

...220 

1 00 


4 

Fieldon 

...592 

1 00 


4 

Palmyra 

. ..463 

1 00 


4 

Clay 

...153 

5 00 


4 

Waukegan 

. . 78 

15 00 


4 

Henry 

...119 

10 00 


4 

La Grange 

...770 

10 00 


4 

Shabbona 

...374 

5 00 


5 

Genoa 

...288 

3 00 


5 

Matteson 

...175 

10 00 


5 

Pay son 

...379 

5 00 


5 

Griggsville. . 

... 45 

5 00 


5 

Oxford 

.. 367 

1 00 


5 

Pontiac 

...294 

5 00 


5 

Wm. C. Hobbs 

...306 

5 00 


5 

Weldon 

...746 

2 00 


5 

Winchester 

...105.... 

10 00 


5 

Windsor 

. . .322 

5 00 


5 

Oblong City 

, . .644 (from members of) 

6 05 


5 

Burnside 

..682 

2 30 


5 

Burnt Prairie 

...668 

10 00 


5 

Patoka 

. . .613 (and members) 

9 80 


5 

Shannon 

...490 

5 00 


5 

Harrisburg 

...325 

15 00 


6 

Elvaston 

. . 715 (from members of) 

2 50 


6 

Amity 

. . .472 (and members) 

10 00 


6 

Creston 

.. .320 

5 00 


6 

Mound 

...122 

10 00 


6 

Jackson 

. .. 53 

5 00 


6 

Nokomis 

...456 

5 00 


6 

Ames 

.. 142 

5 00 


6 

Astoria 

...100 

10 00 
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DATE, 

! 98. 

NAME OF LODGE. 

NO. 

AMT. 

May 

6 

Sparland 

..411 

. .$ 5 00 


6 

Walnut 

.722 

. . 2 00 


6 

Black Hawk 

..238 

. . 5 00 


6 

Mitchell 

.85 

. . 5 00 


6 

Accordia 

.277 

. . 5 00 


7 

Stronghurst . . . . , 

.847 v 

. . 5 00 


7 

Livingston 

..371 

. . 2 00 


7 

Brooklyn 

.282 

. . 5 00 


7 

Doric 

.319 

. . 3 00 


7 

Meridian 

.183 

. . 5 00 


7 

Camden 

.648 

.. 1 50 


7 

Industry 

.327 

. . 2 00 


7 

Fairview 

.350 

2 00 


7 

Bradford 

.514 

. . 1 00 


7 

Wrights Grove 

.779 

. . 10 00 


7 

White Hall 

.80 

. . 5 00 


7 

Evans 

.524 

. 10 00 


7 

Forrest. * 

.614 

. . 5 00 


7 

Lovington 

.228 

. . 3 00 


7 

Morning Star 




7 

Rio 

.685 

. . 5 00 


7 

Mississippi 

.385 

. . 10 00 


7 

Calumet 

.716 

. . 25 00 


9 

Oregon 

.420 

. 5 00 


9 

Kishwaukee 

402 

. . 3 00 


9 

Dunlap 

.321 

. 10 00 


9 

Towanda 

..542 

. . 2 00 


9 

Ark & Anchor 

.354 

. . 5 00 


9 

Valley 

.547 

. . 5 00 


9 

Chesterfield 

.445 

. . 5 00 


9 

Preeburg 

.418. 

. . 5 00 


9 

Hope 

162 

. . 5 00 


9 

Kavanaugh 

. 36 

. . 2 00 


9 

Columbia 

.474 

. . 5 00 


9 

Greenland 

.665 

. . 2 50 


9 

Cave in Rock 

.444 

. . 5 00 


9 

Cooper 

.489 

. . 5 00 


9 

Lancaster 

.106 

. . 3 00 


9 

Siloam 

.780 

. . 20 00 


10 

Eureka 

. 69 

. 5 00 


10 

Ashlar 

308 

. . 30 00 


10 

Seneca 

532 (and members).. 

. . 4 36 


10 

Wilmington Chapter. 

.142 R.A.M 

. . 10 00 


10 

Illinois Central 

, .178 (and members). . 

. . 2 00 


10 

New Salem 

.218 

65 


10 

Murphysboro 

.498 

. . 5 00 


10 

El Dara 

.388 

. . 1 00 


10 

Pawnee 

.675 

. . 1 00 


10 

Triple 

..835 

. . 5 00 


10 

Sharon 

.550 

. . 5 00 


10 

Dallas City 

.235 

. 4 10 


10 

Leland 

.558 

. 5 00 


10 

Kewanee 

.159 .... 

. . 5 00 


10 

Cobdon 

.466 

. . 2 00 


10 

Lafayette 

.657 

. . 1 00 
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DATE, 

’98. 

NAME OF LODGE. 

NO. 

AMT. 

May 

10 

Temple Hill 

...701 

5 1 00 


10 

Morrisonville 

...681 

5 00 


10 

Pera 

...574 

2 00 


10 

Sycamore 

...134 

5 50 


10 

Annawan 

...433 

5 00 


10 

Crawford .... 

...666 / 

5 00 


10 

Gordon 

...473 . 

4 00 


10 

Macon 

.. 8 

10 00 


10 

Winslow 

...564 

1 00 


10 

Raymond 

...692 

5 00 


11 

Ashton 

...531 

3 00 


11 

Farmington 

. ..92 

5 00 


11 

Uniop Park 

...610 

55 50 


11 

Palatine 

...314 

2 00 


11 

Blue Mound 

...682 

5 00 


11 

Hopewell 

...844 

2 00 


11 

Makanda 

. ..434 

12 00 


11 

Broadlands 

...791 

2 00 


11 

Alto Pass 

...840 

5 00 


11 

Springfield 

... 4 

5 00 


11 

St. Paul 

...500 

10 00 


11 

Macomb 

. .. 17 (and W. Bro. Eads) 

15 00 


11 

Litchfield 

...517 

5 00 


11 

Columbian 

...819 

5 00 


11 

Blair 


10 00 


12 

Benton 

. .. 64 

10 00 


12 

Abingdon 

. ..185 

5 00 


12 

Chenoa 

...292 

2 00 


12 

Danvers 

...742 

12 00 


12 

Colchester 

. . .781 (from members of) 

7 25 


13 

Ramsey 

...405 

1 00 


13 

Mozart 

,...256 

2 00 


13 

Columbian 

. . 819 (Bro. A. Gunlock of) 

1 00 


13 

Lake View 

...774 

10 00 


14 

Vienna 

...150 

5 00 


14 

Ridgway 

...816 

18 25 


14 

Andalusia 

,...516 

2 36 


14 

Humboldt Park . . . . 

...813 

1 50 


14 

Parkersburg 

...509 

2 00 


16 

Bloomington 

...43 

5 00 


16 

Williamson 

...802 

2 00 


16 

Alta 

...748 

10 00 


16 

Fulton City 

...189 

10 00 


16 

New Haven 

...230 

2 00 


16 

Euclid 

. .. 65 

10 00 


17 

Donnellson 


5 00 


17 

Bunker Hill 

...151 

1 00 


17 

De Land 

. . .812 (and Bro. Al’x’d’r) 

6 00 


18 

Erwin 

...315 

5 00 


18 

Piper 

...608 

16 75 


19 

Wyanet 

...231 

2 00 


19 

Ogden 

. . 754 

5 00 


20 

Central 

... 71 

5 00 


20 

McLean 

....469 

5 00 


20 

Fidelity 

...152 

4 00 
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DATE, 

’98. 

NAME OF LODGE. 

NO. 

AMT.. 

June 

4 

Trio 

... 57 

. ..$10 00 

May 

21 

Piasa 

. .. 27 

. . 5 00 


24 

Acacia 

. .. 67 

. . . 1 00 


24 

Sidney 


. . . 8 75 


25 

Lakeside 

. .739 

. . 10 00 


25 

Saunemin 

...738 



30 

Homer 

...199 

. . . 10 00 

June 

2 

Collinsville 

. ..712 

. .. 10 00 


3 

Clifton 

...688 

. . . 1 00 


6 

Dekalb 

...144 

... 10 00 


6 

Milledgeville 

. . 345 

... 3 00 


6 

Grove 

...824 

... 2 00 


7 

Tadmor 

...794 

... 5 00 


8 

Thos. J. Turner 

...409 

... 5 00 


10 

Sherman 

...535 

... 1 00 


16 

Kenwood 

.800 

... 2 00 


23 

Maroa 

...454 

... 5 00 

July 

8 

Marshall 

...133 

... 5 00 


Chicago, July 18, 1898. 


Total amount contributed, $2,069.47 


Fraternally submitted, 

W. M. Egan, 

Grand Treasurer. 


Shawneetown, Sept. 24, 1898. 

Report of receipts and expenditures of Relief Committee ap- 
pointed by M.W. Edward Cook, Grand Master, to handle funds con- 
tributed for the relief of brethren sustaining losses in the flood at 
Shawneetown, April 3, 1898: 


RECEIPTS. 


April 8, W. M. Egan, Grand Treasurer, from Grand 

Lodge Charity Fund , $ 100 00 

April 9, Plain City Lodge No. 449, Paducah, Ky.... 25 00 

April 18, Enfield Lodge No. 677, Enfield, 111 ... 15 00 

Morganfield Lodge No. 66, Morganfield. Ky. . 10 00 

East St. Louis Lodge No. 504, East St. Louis, 

Illinois 25 00 

Shiloh Lodge No. 453, Union County, Ky. ... 25 00 

Bro. W. H. Stevens (Kentucky) ' 1 00 

April 26, W. M. Egan, Grand Treasurer 500 00 

May 4, W. M. Egan, Grand Treasurer 500 00 

May 11, W. M. Egan, Grand Treasurer 500 00 

June 1, W. M. Egan, Grand Treasurer 500 00 

July 16, W. M. Egan, Grand Treasurer 27 02 

Aug. 6, Mendota Lodge No. 176, Mendota, 111 10 00 


$2,238 02 
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DISBURSEMENTS. 

For the relief of twenty-six fami- 
lies who suffered by the flood, 
and to aid in restoring - furni- 
ture and repairing houses, as 
per itemized account sent to 

Grand Master $2,020 00 

For printing and postage 5 00 $2,025 00 


Balance $ 213 02 

Of this balance $75 is to be paid to Brother , $35 to Brother 

, and $50 to Brother , according to the recommendation 

of the committee, leaving a net balance of $53.02 for unexpected con- 
tingencies in repairs of property not yet completed. A check for 
$50 for Brother is held by the chairman of the committee pend- 

ing his visit to Grand Lodge, when he will talk over this case with 
the M.W. Grand Master, with whom he has had some correspondence 
regarding it. Fraternally, J. C. HART, 

Chairman. 
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AMENDMENTS TO GEAND LODGE BY-LAWS.-Proposed. 

Strike out section 2 of article 8, part 1, and substitute 
the following: 

Sec. 2. Each District Deputy Grand Master shall visit each lodge 
in his district at least once during each year and thoroughly examine 
its books and accounts, and fully inform himself as to the condition 
of the lodge. He shall inquire into the administration of lodge affairs 
and make such suggestions to the officers as seem necessary to insure 
a full compliance with our laws. He shall perform such other duties 
as may from time to time be delegated to him by the Grand Master. 
The necessary expenses, accruing from the performance of such duty, 
shall be paid by this Grand Lodge upon an itemized bill of the same. 

Add the following section to article 7, part 3: 

Sec. 8. In all trials for Masonic offenses the brother preferring 
the charges and the accused shall each pay all the expenses of pro- 
curing his own witnesses and the cost of his stenographer, if one be re- 
quired. Each party shall, on appeal being taken, be required to pay 
the cost of copying the evidence introduced by him, and all documents 
filed by him in the case. Where a lodge, by the Junior Warden or 
other officer, brings charges against a brother its share of the ex- 
penses shall be paid out of the lodge treasury: Provided , that where 
a brother is too poor to pay the expenses necessary to a proper hear- 
ing of charges preferred against him, the same shall be paid by the 
lodge, the lodge being the judge of his ability to pay expenses. 


Amend section 6, article 13, part 1, of Grand Lodge By-laws by 
inserting after the word '‘constitution” in the second line of said 
section, the following: “Such Past Grand Masters, Past Deput}^ 
Grand Masters, and Past Grand Wardens as shall be present and shall 
be members of constituent lodges in Illinois.” Provided ., That if any 
such permanent member in attendance on the sessions of the Grand 
Lodge, be at the time a sojourner outside of Illinois, his mileage shall 
be computed from the location of his lodge. 
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